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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


5 . isira ^ "nt t I 5RT ^ ^ 

■qrHI ^ ^ 'yi<JvjlP|ch' vsn^ ^ HSfTild ^3?R Pl-M^ 5 (S) ^ 

3rp^ ^ ^ cb i ^c nt ^ ^ ^ ^ air^ yiRi ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^’ft ■?jf^ W; 

(ii) M l R l d> l ft SRI vjM^cM '{JXI’II sft 5rfft §ncT 3TFIRTSft/Trat^3ft cfaJI 

snftssp ^ 3iftf^ sft Tif 3fk Pm 6(2) ^ arj^ ft ^ 3Nft fft^iR ^ aftSi^rRi 

^ JTcpRR ^ dlft'ld ft xiicft'd 1^ft ■ft fttcR Iclf^O ft 31^^ cp^ cpT 3ic|'Hy ift (^i|l *i^i; 

(iii) SE3TR 3lftcZlcRCn cPT ftft ^ ^ W 3ftf vjRSlftt ^MWI ^ 

^jciram ^ ^ ftr ^ ’pft i ^ sft 

^ ^1%Ri 3T^HPT ^ ^ ft ^ ft^ WTT^ arrarffti w w i ?RsrR 

siftotig^ ^ift fthaft ft?T ft ^ cpiHd ficr><»H ^ ft anftssi SRi ^ 

31^^ -1 c^ ft!?l 7 efft ^ 3r3W 'HRcT ft ^<ldM Sft SftfM c^ ft ft WIF?! 

TJe?I ^ 3I^HPT ft) ^ 3 ^^ SRHJ ’R ft I ^ ^g^!53im ^ WSRI Mlf^cpi^ ft W fft^ftc^ft Sft 
^j|%icr ^fjin fftj ^ % wm srftczraw ■RPift ^ 3nfts^ ft ^ gft ftm, Hilftcpift srt 

ZISITft^frfft?! mddftftt fft^PTIcrftt ft srjfti- l ft (7) ^ (s) ft 3ITftW ft ft) W?ft) I 3RT: 
ftk ’M. ft S?^3Tt ft Plftdft t/ Nidi r ^ ft 31^tj fft^ 7PJT fft ft ^I?ftftt 
ddIKfti / fftftdfti , -ft ^ IjftfRT SRft t fftj ft W ft?T ft tftftfftl ’THS^ ftl ^ 

^TGtR 3lftczigw ^ZIS?R ftft ft inftft mfftwft ft fft^IRlft 3T^’-I ft ftwi> 8 ft >3fwRad 
uRift ^JrRT/‘CRft<T ?R^ S5ft I 

(iv) ^37R vif^Rg ^ PRI’T 6 ft ^ Pm (3) ft 31^^ Mlfftcnlft SRT 3TTft^ ft) iftft ft 

fftnl^Oad w fftjtoft/fftfftft^3Tt 3i)7 ft?i ft 'm3 ^dism ft) vjMeiiJ SRit M : 

1. fftcpft) ftcTff ftfftsi^ ftqft) fcl. 

2. vjjfulAliJI ftt'j; ftlftcpd tpT^ cfjjqft) fef. 

3. ^5^ ftcmci^d cii*Mftl f^. 

4. ^FRjlTJ) fSnfftH ftcRT^TfcI cf^M) fcl. 

5. R^ihRh^m i m ^ii^R’t ftcKiei^c^ ffti. 

6. "g^ ■ftfvRfFT ft’lft’T ftfftcPd cpTTlft) f^. 

7. ^j'lNIvijb' ujl^lcfl ftfftcr>cl Sj’^rft) tftf. 

(v) Wcl J^'Willd Srfft'tjddl ft >3^ ft ft)=T ft fftftt ft) tftftdfty'3?^lSSj ft M^INcfl ft 'dTl'< 
JTRI ^ ^ I 
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(vi) 6 ( 2 ) ^ 3TffTR ^ ^ ^ gjt ^ ^^ran5T ^ ^ ^ ^ 

w 3fk^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3!f^ ^ w 1 ^ ^ ^ gSt 5im ’ft ^ ^ ^ 

«ft I 

(vii) 6 ( 4 ) ^ 3ifJRW ft ^ PinfciRad Rq^d^/M^l^dT s'tilf^s^l# ^ 

H^MIcicfl '{J^q'^l^ ft'^l ’T^ sft i 

1. OTcT cqxi^>ci5«lft ^'MlRl^^d, ^*<l4 

2. ^TTSEJai ^«Rld ^chHd'JI^'Jpft 

3. 

4. ft^ftgftt ^chHdl^e^ 

5. ?rf»rft ^insft sn. f^. 

6. ^ TJTT l^chHMldft 

7 . M tW- 3ft- fcrfftftS 

8. ftraKi sn. f^. 

9. I^Tc^RTT f^. 

10.41«Pen’i Ri'^f^i'ro f^, 
ii.aneft^?’’^^^ 1^. 

12.4^ (ftxHtftc^ Jn. 1^. 

14. (jl’*v?ii*i ^Tpft 

15 . ^ ccrci^xi^'Jirft 

16. ^[ftft?>lft ccwT^xi^'^ift 

17. y^icFH (^fu^^n) 50. t^. 

IS.ftl^lft^ 5fT. f^. 

19.3IR ftt Mlcft^dO 5(1. f^. 

20./Rroft3fT fte^ 5JW5 f^. 

(viii) dMto gft Sl'qdd T ^ ft ft^ ^ vi'tftRi^SiH, tJ*4| 3ft7 

3TN> 30^ fttifto ((?0>aof^?5?^IS^3TTf) ft 30(ft 1^ 

t I ; 3 ^# TR Oie^lM vim ^ fttOT d^ fft^ ^ooft WO ^’T5 t I 

(ix) aoo f|d4^ 0!ft ft ’ft'^ 3(^[ftd fft^or, 3 j<il 4 ftli| 3ll^dd dft 5lfft tft'Jiqi ftt of I 

(x) fftoo 6(7) ^ srpR M ll ftcblft ft 3T^ 1%d4^ Oisft m ^ Old 

^0cW05W3ikfld4^0(jft^.1ft^teT^^^^nft55fte i 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


(xi) WTH ^ ^ tTI^ HIHjI’I ^ cfjTT ^ 

5lf^ ^ ^ ^ el •'It; TTTHRIcraT 't^g7d f^<sfdi cTSIT gRT 

wiM‘4>i'<) ^ arraR ^ errm hsit vm # ^ f^iHfnr w %?t 

cTFRI ^ eTPm ^ ^ ^ ( 

(xii) PlR'C R[f£|cr>i'^ gft 3TEZI5THT ^1 Rdicf) 23 3FTW, 2006 ^ i^cp ^|4\j|R<ft g>T 

aiRfr^ f^<j[ iRT, fvRT^r ^3?fDT ^ ar^i fBa«i.s ^ mRiPiI?i Tjqf^rer ^ | H«fTf*|r, 

^ 5if^>?rr ^ 4 )'<m ^ dcf5 I^di vj»^ 'fii4vFiPici7 ^ ^RiRPRi jin?i 

s?^»‘ ^ aiFitwFr gJT ai^'flsl f«h^l l f^^dcg tW ^ 3l^^t| TR 

jnf^^ WT?T ^ f^'Hcbl aiRto 20 2006 ^ WH I 

^(4v»ip|cr) ^ fBa<^<s ^ ^ ^ cq^ ^3^ ^ fcl%cl ^ if 

JR^ ^ f^RIT <i<Jl I wiltjcioi’j) ^ 3TTT^ Wcb^lcpx^l if f|'de|<g qqff % Hn?! fel%cr 

f^WI cTSrr v3^ ^3^ qr f^xfT^ t I 5lR^m> ^ qRuiH c|5t Hlqu i l % tj 4 f|5R^ ^ SRI 
^ fvRqjT Rci><u| L|5<i| 3TflRj(tIrr JTRf^Icp uira hR«)|*i ^ tT^IT t', ^ ^ 

tfjRR ^ ^ W t I 

^iii) ^ arf^r^xRT if **** sri angR HgflRi qRdi t, 

^ ^ ^ ^ amiR TR rfqHWcfl ^ ^ ^ t I ^ 

^ 16 ^ ar5^Rur if f^xiiRd arRmpf Hsaff/anen^ % w f^d<i.g ^ g>r f^^rrai 

26 31^, 2007 ^ arwT cRi iRiT 2IT afR ^ R f^mR i qf r aff^ xm q R o nn ^ 
f^TcTR ■RiT ^1 

(xiv) Rm 1 ai^, 2004 ^ ^ cir^ 30 2005 (15 era? cf>t amfir 3i«ifd vjfpq 3ra1^ 

(^taftan^ ^ ^ I 5if!f ^ ^f x^jlridf qff uirt 2001-02, 2002-03, 2003- 

04 cRTT \3im araf^ (’■ftaffan^ qir ^nfifcT f^Rn trit I 

finixittlf Tdllc!, ?WFT ^ tRU ^JEjfxT 
^^IRI^H vidlld : 

6. 4^f*lld vjli-q if f^riKnJld ^dliq ailRicp ^ f^RURTET Tipf t. 1^ WTRRT: iftaifglf 
^5?r vJllill I 71^ ^ixcflq '41 *ii^<7<d ^Rm q’ffqRR ^ 3id4d ^Rih :?ff^ 5402.42 if 

armr t i ti? tfffcn?^ ^ W ^ # alR xjcfj cr^ t, cpq^ if ^feigy 

^ ai^<yci cf) anif q>f JiRrit ^SHTtiRj] 3isiqT ^ ^ ^JwR^ 

^fcIT % I aTRITdtf)! afk Hq'let'diart % Rqr ^ Rj aji4qd> if fvjRI ^RRR ^ 1^ yira d>t RFT 
^ ^ I^PiR'C RrIT # cRffRi fWT ddlIdH STlMcb ^ ^ Rjqi ylTdT ^ I ^ «ff d^ 
Rdf ddT t % d^aft dd RRfdtR RRpd Jjl^diaft d di^ dlR ^ ^IdT t afR,>FHd^ 
d^aft dd d^fidRui d>^ HTR ^ ^ c^ aiTdR TR vjipn difl^? I ^ an^ddif ^ didr 

t aiRdd if RRrf^ cR^3ff if ^ 5rd5R c^ ^nfiidr t afk anfe if 
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[MFTI—ig^i] 


^ ^ 0)iq?i|cpai 'T^ % I 3T?T: vS’iqJl cT^ % 1^ SJiqid^ cTSJT 

sratwsft ^ f^wr 3TraN#T # 3fk f i 


7. ^ SRT Tp? ^ virixT g>t t 3fk wtf ^ vJH'cid ■?!? ^ 1^5^ 

w 11^ ^ ’ft f \W^ sicrmr f%f^ ^ntoift ft 

ftt vJd^r^ w IftxiR ^ fft>qi % I 'wft ft> '5^ 

^RET ft, fft> ft^MR 'dMxliRd Mtf^'^'W'^ ^ cTSn ftTfcP?^ ftftt ft^fttcTT^ ^ ^ 
^< l fftcM<»d f a ft SRF ^ ^IRI, 3R: fftxTRlftH ^ «Jiq^ ft ^ 

^rrf^; Mllftcblft 5RT fttcT (ft>qi '’RT fft> ft ^Ilft ft> ^Fjft ft ^pft, cffttfftj ^ 'SRlft ^ 
3nft ^ ftft^ vnm 11 ^ ftt ftte ^sfmr t fft’ ft?r J R^Ia^l ft 

SRT ’TTR ^ cTaJT ft?I ft ftft ^ ^ fftEIMftftT ^ IftIftR ft^ ^ 

H^ lft/ ^R^ft cPT Rc|'{U| fftJIT % I aTcTRT fftjftt ft! 3TRTcIcp ft Jflfft^nft ^ 

ft! % 3wgT RxiKuftH vJcMK ^ ftfft^R^ \5im ^ 3T^ft«i jrftft^fnft ft ^ fftRT t I 
^i(^c>> i ^ ft ^ ^ fftj^ ffttnft cfft ^ cift t aftf w\m srift^R ft 1ft> fft^Rift!^ 
wiR ft fftift! sicbK ^ arftt’^idT ’iftf ft, ftpfn 1ft> sn^n^raft/^iftRdTsft ft didi fftRT ft i sr: 
ft 3liqidch1/Srft!ddl3ft ^ qft vjq^qd ^Tftf m^i ft I 3R: Sfftfft’T yfR nRuim ft ^T^n, 
cfan fftiEjft ft^nw ft vsf^I^d fftxHRTftR \icMiq ^ ^ild*i hR^iIH ft ^ 

vTRft ft I 


^RH 

8. q i ddM P l ^i^Ncn ^ fft^ 2(^) ft ^?RH ^ qft PlHI^J'dK Mf^lfft^ W ft : - 

’ -dHR ^ cTRqft ftftt ft ft ^ ’TRcf ft ^TcR fftji? vflft ft^ vJITxnft!^ 

ft Wq>R ft sraRT ^RFT ftt 3MqT ftftt ^ 3Rm ft ftftt 3P?I ^ ft ft ^ 5iciiR> 

jraJR ft ^FTPT ^ ft ^cH! Rj^l^dlkj vlixiitilH ^ fftftq?n3ft ft 3lt?lfftcf> IftcTcft 

Njclftt ftf I ' 

3|R<j(t>t ft fftj^ ft fftj ’TTOI ft '«+q«S <R^3Tt ^ R’^l W ^ ft, mci 
vJtjVl 5Rr ^^Mlfftd q^sft ^ '«*lH ft I HlRfl STRlftt 3ft^ ^ ft 'Sd^liftcf 'd«i«S ^ 
RRS^ i fti. ^ywdT- wftn ft ^^ftft fft^ ^ ft ! jnterft ftfe gjftt 

ft fft> ^ ?fr tft^qWr afk ^ ftt Iftdq^ q?fr ^ ^ ^ ft afk 

EJ^ ^sfR 5RI fftffttft^T RxlKItHd WIR ft «fftft IftRdT ft I HiRcpift ftt3 ft fft> SIRTlft^ 
■g^^sft ^ ^qftt*T jnffcRTT vjeiVl SRT, SIXI '3RTfft?T cR^3ft ^ 'WFf vSTTcfT ft I 

E|^ ^lft>T SRT ^ SRI vjwiRa qr^ acpftld^ ?TSTI qiPiRqcp 

^ ft ft 3fR Mlcidftftt Rq+imcH ^ cT??I 'ti*<l«^ ^ftl ft cRgsft ^ 'dHM ftt 

^RH ' ft i 
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xa£4Vi ^ cncq4 ^ ^ ^cqr^ ^ t ^ ;fDim ^ ^ amr 

^3^ q>i4cp<>im ^ t ^Tsim f^sdm ^ ^fipsflcp vjcqr^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ m si^qm t; ^ ^ qiq ir WTKq? qifer ^ ^ 

m^\ 3iiqmcpi ^ ^ m^\ ^ 3TO!^ ^ ^ if H ^\<<i> \ 

c^ qq qpT ^ HFiT wn^qr; 

^ ^ ^ ^ t ^ 3n^ 3ffqj f^ Ai^f^ch tpy^ ^ 

SRI fvRT# # ^FRI^ cR^aft ^ f^r ^f^Rad vW l dcb ^TTf^IcT t 31^ ^ 

JR^cT ^ t : - 

I 3R^ i^'b^ysi 1^0 

li. arqteft qjlfif^ f^o 

III. qrfcR^ fc^o 

IV. xjcfq f^o 

V. f^KTF^cRT §<S't^'Jl f^O 

VI. •'ll'i'1 Ricdr Rlc^ f^O 

VII. ^ w fMfecFH (fi%3IT) f^o 

VIII. vir^ f^o 

IX. f^O 

X. wteT ^cRTer^ f^o 

XI. RT^rfeRT f^o 

XII. ■^d'WH RI'^cKI f^o 

10 qrRfch'Rt ^ f ^ arfct^ gq RfRff^feci wn^ciTr ^ ^ f^j^iT w t:~ 

^>. RcIT-£R 7 f^o 

TlfcR^ f^O* 

“q. ^Ttqr tr^c^Rcpc^ f^o 

.^. ■'I'lgjdi'i'c; 

^l^ctiH (qro) l^o 

11. arqRdH vjfNi mR^^ih'i ^ ^Rr 3iTf£icf>Rt ^ tr an % ^q^cw WTRcpf ^ 

Wd ^ ^ aRc| vJcqRn cR ^ f%RiT qnm t 3iR f^rRn? f^vjHNcD ^ &t 
2(^) ^ 31^ c^ -jflcR ^ nn jricrRrte ^ \ mtoRi ift R ra I Rd an 

% vTRRcfj Rrr 5 ( 3 ) ^ 31^^ ;j?jtTT nff afR ^ ancRn cir^ ^ f^lf^ ^ 



[MPTl—TsP>gl] 
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wm 4o ^cRqH ^ ^ ^cHT ^ wn^ ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

f aiKi i d<t? i % 3T^ ^ ^ ^ ^ cfjRor 51^ ^ 1^ 11 ’ft ^ 

7J^ ^ ^ ^.7M. ^ fto ftcR^ ^ 3TT7M VS’T^ 3nft >icMI<i ^ em’T 0.1% t ^ 

^fTsTT t 3ik ftO ftcR^H gft ^ ^ ^ratvRlsJ ^ ^TviR3r^ 1W 

ufT Well % I 

3Hi^ ^ mR^ ii ^ I ^ ft anft^ ^ f^ilft ^ ft ^ 3 ^ IRt 

^ ^ ^ ft 5nfft^>Tft ^ 'H’Kff efft^ qi'wfclcp cTSZT ft^ Ift’^ ft I ^TcT: Jllfft^jlft 
TTprft ft fftj 3nft^ fftTFn^^ ♦n-i^^'S ^ ^ ^Rft ft hicixM fftw^ ^ 

fft^ 2O5) ^ 3T^^ W ^ ^RftSRT^ ^SfRT efft fft^ cfj^ ft 1 

:jV. araUr 

12. fftfi FT fft^ra^ ^sra^ift ft 715 ftt wr ft tft> ^ 3mfft 12 ^fttftt 3Rft?T 2004-05 aft? 

5 fftj 15 TTfttfti ^ ^ ft ^nfftciTi^ 5RT IftjTiT 7PJT ft, ftpft ^ 

efft Tift ft gj^ ttf iftETR fftr^T w ft 1ft? 1ftft?n^ ^ ^sfilftcT w ^ STJ^IR ^ arafft ^ 

(vifiNT ^^Id efft dl'Jl'a ^) 3ra?FT fttftl 3^7 'jfRT 3fel1ft efft 3i(ftH ai^lo yTTd 

^^nsnd dft drft^ ^ ftl^ dd 3RR W’^ftt ft 3Tlft^ ^ ftl^ ! mterft gRI 715 ftt5 
fftjTiT ttttt ft ffti Tifft yfm efft gmift 2004-05 oft ^ ?ft ftm sferfft atk #d efft 51 ^ 7 ? 

^ ftl^ dd 3loR m TTftftrf ft arfftep ftmr sfR 715 e^ stjtw dftf ftldi i 3id: jirteift gRi is 
5ft)Tft ^ Tjfifd arafft TPT fftdk PT yffd aralft efft TjanTmer ^ ^T^arid dft drft^ 7 ft fftes^ TTfft 
aft? fftRft ift ft ^ ^Tnsmr Tfft dlft^ ^ ^5? W ft aRfUjcf? M dSIT Tjft fftTT gft 7ft 
wf ft gft ^[;Enn 71 ft vJMoi^ dft hipt ft TTgft n? jntorft gft iraiT ^ 

t I 715 Tft gfl fftj 57T fttef ft dfti ftTSn ft vseiVl 7l((ftd ft 3f^f 12 H^dl ^ 

fftrT Tfft ft ft 9 TfftNt 7ft OTcfift TJRT gRft ft d Tftq^ IJltelft efft gft ftt 

cf>(^d l | ^ I 

qr. < 1 W 1 ^ ^ 

13. gnftggft ft glTfT fft>7n t 1ft? ftd?f ft?r 3T8ftd ftid’TRfttTj 1^ 

ft^-WIv^R 3lftsm^ dTdn ft?I t I 3Td: ftH ^ PTdft ft WTRTJ d?T Ifteft^t^ ^TTddM RfTpft 
7ft 3f^-| ^ ft7T-7 ft ftt Tit 7ft 1^ Pipn 3fft1lld t I 3TTftgdft ft gldT 1ft?7n t tft? 

ft^niPS -7 7ft ST^^TR TTPTPTT 7pT IftdiTR ^dft ft fft?ft1 ftt 3T8ftd 4NR ^iftsfcTWf gift 1ft?ft1 
ftlTflft ft?r ft Iftgft efftq ftt dT ?TvjfR 3T2l3IgW gift ft?T ft gRg?1^ 75 TTRd 

Tllld 1ft?ftt 3Pg ft?T gft ftft #fR ^ Ift^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ' 

dmift, 7 t 1^ ^ ^1wr%d 1ft?ft1 ft1 Ift^ ^ 3rmRg7 7ndpg ^ g^r Iftdtdg d^ 1ft?7n gn 

7Tg?dT t dt Iftlft^ M l fftchl^ ?3fftd dfm dll^ gft ?nfftdf gRft ^ TfHlglfftfd, Wm dddg ^ 

Iftn? dRd ft gRdg ft ’JddTd gft 75 'ifTdTd Tftid cfftTRi ^ft|5 1ft?ft1 3P7T ^3Rld 3ngR 57 

dWM TJed g5 tftylyui efftft I 
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[Part I— Sec. 1] 


14. ^ ^ ^ ^ 'HIHM ^ ^ PiyW«l ^ JRfJwRlsf WT 

f^4>c.q ^ ^ ^oi|c[>WT ^ ^ ^ WT ^ t I 

^ c[ft ^^S3TKT c^ WT ^ ?rFcM W STT WTWR 3T8jo4J4'f«n ^ ^J^RT ^ ^ 
W( ^r ^ cTT^ cf^ ^ I 3Tsrf^ 40 3TTc^ 

#7 4o ^?WTtTN^1^36o7Jj3TT^ ^ t 1^ ^ -HIHM ^ Plyku|l4 

di^ciH ^ ylciPif^ ^ c^ ^ ^r wr ^ ^ t di^ciin ^r MRcbf^d 'dWM ’je?! ^ sntiR 
RtjlRd #^T ^ 71HM ^ ciKtlRcbdl % ^ t I cisnft. ^ 3ftf^ 

31V|l^ci’l'i ^ ITTRicjitx) c^ ^TH5T ^ ^ cf5t^ cf^ZI M'f^cl 'T^ f%7IT ^ Tf)»fl dl§^4 ^ 

Mf^P l R r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f^ ^ WcTT t 3ik 3TTc|^ gRT ^ MRtT ’HIHM 
’t<Jlcpi4 ^ I W fcfmr trh ^ vseiVi % 31^1^ 8IT 1^ f^d4<£t 

c^ 3T5RTf&RT gT^ ^ Hvj|^yidM fcptn vSfPfT 3[^f1$RT t I 

»l(^cbl^ 5Ri ^ 

15. Tk-«fMR sTsfczra^ c[T^ ^ ^ armrcff c^ ^ menM ^flNt 4 'Mihm w\ 

Rtliyuf r^AIHIcIcH ^ 3T3g£I-| C^ -7 g 8 ^ WT t I 

^ t ^ c^ ^ dcMK45 ^ Rro^W HJJdlcIcJl eFJT ^ t I ^ 

^d1l<cb ^ Trg glcfT fcpTR % vj% ^ivJtK- 3TSJ«jq’<^ ogq^ix ^TgpT f^<ll viRtf I 3RT: 

jirflicPT^ j^rjpfr ^ -1 ^ -7 ^ wrr^ ^ Rr«rf^ ^ g>t chRcii^ ^ 

f I 

16. 7J1 ^ fcm W t % ^ 'HIHM ’JpTI m ^ WTR 

t:- 

(c|?) qivitw aRjcZrcR^JT cfT^ f^Rft cft^R ^ cttI'McI, TR 

(^) mw^ 3Tsfcz?cRSTT fcfRft ^ A tr 

(tt) ’TRcT ^tRc[ 3R?[ ^ cf^ TfRR ^ C^ gte -% 3TraR R7 t 

(^) Tjf^ df^Rad f^qjcjqf ^ 3TTgR R7 >HHM TJe?! gR P^yRui fcRTR w ^RcRTR t eft 
Rtf^ artoRt dfxRI ^ RtRr cRt TRRIcT cfR^ c^ 1^ ^Rrt ^ ^ 'dHiq'lPild. WR WRg 
Rn? TTReT ^ RReTcf ^T ’fKRR q^ ^ ^ 3RgR tR 

WTRT ^ cf5T RriRdt cfRrt I 

17. aiRgcR ^ RT^«tt RRRT ^ 375^-1 ^ ^ 7 c^ ^efi c^ 3T^7R7qT^3TstcRRW RTR 
IMt efRR ^ c^ -ToR Tf ^ eTI^ q^ 1^ RR^ ^ ^^Rq 1^ SR I RlRlqR^ ^ ^ qMR 
3 i 4 cZJR^ cR^ efrfR^ C^ WT ^r ^ cR^ qR ^?Rq SIT 3fR qfm q>t ^^fBRel ^ WI 

flqq^ RSiqjRt ^ f^niMf Ijq ^JtRT 3RR%T q?t sft I RSRfEr, ^ cR^^T^ ^T fcURRR qjtRcft 
1^ oIFTcff 7^ qi^ ^ fMt 7R ^jtrr c^ srmq ^ fTT qm Rlter^ c^ ’TReftq RT^rM 

Rm c^ 3r5qq-1 c^ ^ 7 ^r ^ dle^d (q?) ^ (q) R^rfcTtfr c^ sRnfq #r c^ Rr? 

qrqpq qq PtqR'^i qRRT qqq q^ % i ?q RRf^lfcTqf ^f, fq RRptqj qfrq MRoim'i c^ 
3iqtv5!qTsf RTteRt ^ RTR Rqqf A qsjmRniRd dRrq. m ^ 'dniq'lRjd, q^q ^ ^jqqrq q?t q^ 
qr 'jfieRq-Tirfq q5tqq ^ sreir ry ^ c^ Riq qrqpq ^ rr RmRq rr^ c^ 3if!rRqq sfR 



[MPTl—IgTOl] 
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5nflra»i^ % ^ ^aroft ^ w ^r teTH w 

^ cfPM 3fr7 3Hf ?incfr ^ iRT «?! I W ^ ^ 

?fjN«r ^ i jRthclH WI sJ^MKH ciFRT ^ ^RRT 3n^ ^ vfl^ jrar 8IT I mkI^ ^ 

qRui i tfi ^ ^ HiR i <<7 i^ SRT amrt M ^ ’frar^r SRT ^ 

\ ^Wlf&RT ^ ^ ^ jntoT^ 5rT^ ^ ^ 

^RFT TntoRt IRT MRcbf^^H I H I -^ ^ (^ M^qM ^ to) gf^ ^ f I TORf 

ijplj *•** 3iTT.;5r, 5lfcr *ft. "2^ Pi'M^Ra TO % i 


. ftuhl «^*io • 

18. TO 2>t ^ ^ ^r ^ it^^Rftsrrt ^ toi2 

3^q)^ ^ 31f£IK ''R Piqld q5)Md ^ qRcpcid R’qi ^ I HiRiq>i’51 ^ ^ ^t^^RftSTT^ ^ 

3iram TOT t srRTORra? TO ^rRnnrfr ^ ^ ^ w to sn RP 

^ ^ 5402.42 (^ TOR ^ ^ ^ ^ 

0, ^ SRT ’T^ ^ I '«i4v»tPicp ^TO^ 3fR l^cR^ Wf>T^ 5RT 

Rl^ ^ ^ tlf ^9itgT TO «n Rt OTTO ^ W ^^ ^ ^ ^ 

xftaftgrt ^ ^ OTOTcit % 'tiqRl^ ^ Wl^TO f^^i ^it l toRrt to MRyiiHl^^ 

TO jntoRt ^ toRict M ^ Rxi ri # t tor ^ otto ^ ^-to ^jto 25t 5 ^: to 
g>t8ft3fR^TOTTO«iTf^ ^raRr OT^^RftroJ^ Rto^JHtor ^ 1^ TOf^2 

^ t TOf^ ;3^i^#TOT^TO^#TOT^^f^?^’ft ^ # I TO ^ TO 

5 nRR>i^ ^ TOR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ tot ^ ^ ^ ^ qRc ncid Rro t sfr? 52 = 

ufm^TO ^ OTTO 3TR>^ ^ 31^ ^OTfiJR 1^ **** TIRT 

^ft. TO (**** 3R. ^T^ 5TRf to) RferfRcT 25t ^ sJt I ^RtT, 2nfRH. TOT, 

Ttm cTsiT oznfr ^ Rr ^tRt^t ^ ^ ^ to Rtto M 2 <p)*r **** ott. 

;i. jiRr TO MR2 ^ t I 

MITO «ii(^*i 

19. ^[m»2 ’Jf^T 282 RRrt2 25t22 ^ ^ vjRia ^cFTT ^ JRtTOT^ jnRRjRt ^ 

cWT M2 25RT2, M ^ RRR^T gjRTOT SI7 ^ 2 ^ Mt t I TOTO ^ ^ RpijT^^tTO 
M ^ f toRT % f I M to- ^ f I OTT: rMt^ TO^ f 1% ?2 
22 jR^ 2t ^cr2T 2f^ t I 2 ?Rf^ 2tJ RWT ^ 3)^'«K MRd '«i*n*4 ^ RR^ Rrat2 

qftiRT tR Rto TO^r |q OTTO OTf^ **“ OTT. ^ ^32 MR2 Mt TOT % ^ RtTO 

M2 2il22 TO 63% MR^jfeR M t I 

gRr TO <oix«^lic*«g TOO 

\ 

20. ^ 2€fT2 ^ mro fTOlT 1^ ^ OTTOt ^ fl# ^ 2 ^ ^ OTTOt ^ 1^ 
if 2fc«f> OTTO 2^ ^RfcT, 01- OT^, 02 2»t pci’ll if 202 3RRT ^ ^ITO ^>cT TO TO TOTTO 
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cF?t cf)| ^ ^ t I ^ w sn 1% ^ infer arrofe 

cf?fef rmrfer ft t 3 ik vsitEr arcff^ ^ #?h cfTfer cffe# crm n>fer ir ^f?r 
^ t 1^ 3n#T cpimr t fe erf^ ^rm arcrf^r err^JTR ft#, 5RcfT wfm, 
fem 3TFT, JTcTTF, ffe 3TTf^ ^ f#cr^ t I N3#n ^ feM ^ ft t, 

n^rift ^ nfn # # ^cm ^ nin 11 orftfeRr. ^eiVi ^ emror t 

fe yTTn 3rci% ct ^ ^ nr^ nn hiHSu srfeii sn # ^ fer^ 

wtn c^ TR^T ant ^Fifen^ # t I 

21. 3fR 3il<yidcr>'i n^IT y-Mlcwi #t%i??Ffr feRn fcRn t fe STR ^ c^ fcTTi 

iftaffet # nffeft ^ cT# ft t 3ik ^ vlcMKi ^ 4 eft 2001-02 tt tt^ffet ^ 

cfeRT arte # t 3 ik t 5 ft ; 3 ^qj^ cf^f cf# ^ 5 # cTRlffer f 3 TT t I ^ tt 

fer^ ten t fe vie<Vi ^ wrw? ft# t ant tern^ ter t ark nm t ^ 
irfeTFRWT ;5#iT # teff RR t ^ ft t I fte arf^RcH , n? tf ftto ten w t 
fe tenR’ nsn #n ^ #rer t #t erft ntf ft t ark wn^ c^ femn^ ct arf^R ^ 
nr^ ntf tt ^ t afk arftem cfRfen ^ cFn ^ t I 

22. arpTR# nsn nterr #fRrTte ^ n? tf ftter fenr t fe arcillr tRm 

4jiR)<t>ict?dlafr cf^ ei'if fe# cf^ # fcidt t nR sff t arftfen, n5#f 

nmte # efte nR tf afk ^ cn^ wrfM # nte arte afk ttaTfcnt ^ ## 
cfR t # fcRT t RiR t tfaftnrt ^ ^r^t# arfte # i ijwi m tt n?r sn fe ?rwr ^ 
cfRter arRft arwr cm nv? ^ t # n? t fe ttaftnrt ^ armm fett v## ir 
#t 5RR w t I 

Hite# grater 

23 . ' ni^#£ft terrn# arf#^ 3.1 nsn nr^tf R-n^ricicfl # arj^ II t (# mfer 

aTKTTcfr ^ HER, WT^ aff c^ te «rF5iR 1n? wm Hnm, (# # ct 

^ aTRTct c^ ntertf nte cf^t ufra nn rnnenn t iHTtekfgr^fR 

sfR ci5t vSTcf ciff uTpff artte t fe cFR ariijidcb t rrj wt it arsTcn >3 cMI<r arsrar 

# fcRT t ante t ^ ft t I ^ ^ mfer ante ct jrtct w( teR 

te wPi fn wTcT ^ ter tet arrawd^ tef t fe epn ten t Rte cRf ct ci>t 
fcRT t nrfer arrte t nter teern ant t ararnr w arRsn # anter m\ #?n 
eft ffte nR tenr t araicn te ^*5^ fflf # tenr t # arRan WT>t ?g nn? ^ 
ntte I 



[^i—•^gggi] 
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24. 511% ^ ^ H«cpixl ^ ^ % «J®TT 

^ McheH ^r ^3f%cf wH! W( cf7[ ^ #qT W '3wl<a 1%>^ # cra> ^ 

vrixT 5^1 ^ ^iw TFTT t I ^nf^cfjT^ % 3n% w ■OTcRet ?T8zit ^ IBd^ Twra5T% ^ 

tR f^rTR gj^ «Tf%’TFl^ 1%^ 1^ t I 

25. Ulf^chl^ '^^ ift ^ # f%> RdlJi'H §>S't^'JJ PlR*^ UrRfcfjT^t ^ HIHel ^ 

'3W?F1 ’^igid^l-% ^ *rnT % f%j Mlt^cbl'Jl IRI ’ WRT \i^H ' %5 5rf% 
i?^3TT^ ^ RtiRu[ mTHT # 3jk cfMI ai^TcTr ^ ’Hwei % 

^ I 3m: vJM 4«W 3n%# ^ 3l^mdH ^ JTTfij^T^ % ^ W \}cHiqcpV%^ ^TFlcf 5Tf% 
^Frart ^ \ <T2nf%. v3?Mi«{cb1 %, 'JcFct l^ot^r ^ ^ ^ srrar? 

1%^ ^’frig ^>tt cfRi^;!% tptt ^ 1%^ t I 

3RT ftm wnw (4. 3TR3nf^ fci.) SRT g? gg’ f^gr ^rgr # f%> gpFftg "^grareRi ^ 
?f«iT 5# Rrat^ ^ fen? ^ ^3??Tgg% g% ?rff%er 3T^%fr 

% t aramr srg g^ ^sfgrgcfj % g? f^gj t ^ f%1^ ?nf%gjr% gFFfrg ^gergg 
^ i grctg SRT 3nT% g^gg ' “ggg ^ g^ wlg ' ?i^ 3ia1 g5t sifm * ^rgg 

g^ \jtMKcb1i ■ ^ ^ gj? ^ 11 ^ 3iK3it4w sm g^ f%%gg f^^gr ggi 11%? 

MH^ g mTgicrg*^ ^ Rrofg ^ wm gr f%> af% ^ TjgsnfTft gg RtgRg ’ mg g^ ' 
^ fen? f^jgr wg gif^ g f%j f%^ f%^ <t>H*fl srggr «% fen? i g# ^gggg ^ 
vjrcidH gggTeig % f%gg 2(^) ^ g?g g^ gutg g^f gRgigr gg vjeiA’y f%>4i t i 3rr% g? 

ggm ggr t f%> ^ gra^ ^ ^hgg grsim ^gigieig % ' mg g^ gg \m^*\ 

f%>gT t g f%j ' ^igg g^ wngg^ ' gg i 3ri%Rgg, f%>^ ’ll ggg g? g^mg ^gigierg 

% gf gf gj^i t % ' gtfm ’ ^ gft Rm 2 (^) ^ g^ ^f^m\ ^ fM ’ft 

3Terg gg>R ^ gft gfpft gfUg i ^ft?, ’gi'^iei^ ft ftggnrj ft ' g^ gfftg ' gft 
gRgTgT ^ grm gsg ^ gerfgf fft^n % I 

26 . gfg g»^ t fft? grgftfg gftft ^ fft^ gft gg^gg sjtgjit ggg fft^g ^ srjgreig 
ft g# ^ gg>fft t gg1f%i gig griR gftf«n gg^ snftgg gft gigfttg grigierg sm ^iRg 

fftjgr ggr # I 3m: gitei^ ft gg^ g^ ^ gftf g^ gggggft, ^ gg? ft ^fftgggg ft 
merag ft, gft grffter g^ft ^ gft^ gfttg ^ fftn? gm gq ft 5 ff% sfR T?g3nftft gg fftgfgg 
fftygr # I g? gfg fftjgr gmT t fft> ft. Reiiiift fft. ^ smngr srftgj 3Fg g>rqft ^ gft^ 

mrrgg? # ftt gnm ft gg^ g^ eft t?g> gggggj # ggr ^ gft^ggngg ft fftrggg fl^ 
eFirn 33 % ft I jnfftggft ft"H^ ggngg> ft. Rerrag fei. ^ mm ^ ^f% ftgftf '^g^i 
gft gig gftiftf gjift ggieig gft mm gft^n tot ^ mg ggr mmi gg^ mm e^m 
gftgn Rgt€f ^ 3ngR gr gft ft I 3pg 3mm ei^ gggggft ^ fen? mm gg srfft g^ 
^jggr mm gftsn Rftsf ^ gq ft gr fft>ftt sm gq ft mmi gftt ft i g^ ftm f%>qi gmr 
ft f%> ^ 3Fg 3mm ei^ gggggft gg gm gq ft ggrigg ft flgm 14 %) gggr ft i sm; 

fg 3 mm et^ ggrrgcift mr gftft ^gg jmrg gftf qftm I gg^gR 5ff% gft gig grm ^ fg 
mngg ft mm 86% fftm gaft gift gg^ g^ 11 w ggnggft ^ gm ft mm ^jggr gft 
sm ft g 3 ^ gft gft ft i g? ftt ftfe f^gr gmr ft Rn imftgj 5if% g^ mq^ eft mg .ft gm 
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wi ^ ^ 4. 1^. (fvR^ fr?! 86% t) ^ t 

crt^ *iT^ ^ 'd^qitjchl g>t ^jcpiT ?nt^r^ ^rff t i 3 tt^^ ^cMKch 

(f^'icp ^TM 52% f^'WI ^ ^ I sieiVl <1+1 il ^ 5l1% 

Rijciqui ^ ^ sn Mil^ct>i^ ^ mf «it!r him^' ^ 

^JcRT ^ sft, 3FT^ tar^lJr ^ ^jR^j ^ «Tf^ (^Jic|6|«l m % ?f^RT 

li?n ^rai t i wf^, 4 3fR3TTt^ f^. % ciPTtT Piyk«i g>t t twiwi 

^ 4 ^ ^satn ^ SlfcRflrr i35tR?T ^ WTT ^niT t I 

27. ^ 3T^ ^iqnjcfiRti^f ^ Hiq<4 cPT Rnf^RSd ^WR^T 

■w t: - 

3iiqi6l ^ Ttrsn 

(i) ^ 'DyH'rilsnt i?tj^ w 1 [Rt wrf^ anterf^ sm4i ^ ^ jRf^ ^ 

^ 3imTcfr c^ arran ^ ^ 4 sTRicfr ^ ^rsn cf>t vura <f5t t i ^ ijc^ 

w 4 ^ M 4 ^ ^ 3TRn?fr ^ ^IkraR ^ tjrra t 

vjfftr ^ 3TraR TJ7 c^ diiqiol ^ ^rrar ’j??! ^ 3 tt^>^ ^ ^r?fri?RT f^Rir 

^ 12fg^ ^rzn ^ 'ti6i<g ^ 4 simictl ^ ^ 2001-02 ^ 3.7% 4 sraltt ^ 

86% ^ ^ t I ^ 4 ^ 3Rfli ^ ^ 4 fq srpirat ^ mn^ 

■5^ 2001-02 ^ ^ 3tliiial ^ c^ cPDRI 22 cR> ^ it ^ I 



sriUcfOl 4 
itM02 

31^02 ^ 
»iM03 ‘ 

3#r03 4 
*|M04 

. vriw 
(dllif^^d) 

W<g ^ 3ll«ild (^. Z^) 

1461 

1455 

8693 

32132 

3p?r ^ ^ airaicf - tr 

HPJ 1^ 


41046 

15891 

3856 

^ 3RT ^ ^ srnira 

4797 


2253 

1413 

3<i<4ia (^. Z^) 

39514 

IIIH^S 




7< 

aiilROI ^ 
»n^02 

311^02 ^ 
»n^03 

31^03 4 
in^04 

3iW3raft 

(4lWi<t^) 

3ll4ld (*ft. ^) 


3.21 

32.39 

8591 

3RI ^ ^ 3irara - q? 

irM ?irpt 


90.44 

59.21 

10.31 

^ 3Rr ^ % airaitr 

12.14 

6.36 

8.40 

3.78 

3irai6 (ift. ^) 1 

100.00 

100.00 

too. 00 

100.00 






































(ii) mR i 4>i(t ^ t ir ^ ^ ^r ^ ^ 1^ ^rrarat ^r 2001- 02 ^ 

0.23% ^ f?TR ^ ^ 3ram ^ ^ 4.19% ^ ^ it t I ^ 

^ PlHI^'HR t: 




\ 



sift^OI ^ 
*n^ 02 

3lftcl02 ^ 
WI^OS 

Sifter 03 ti 
H1^04 

Sira sraw 
(ciiRfdft^d) 

^ »ff»T (’ft. ^) 

646810 

.683470 

708597 ^ 

766477 


100 

106 

110 

119 


snuiift ^ ftwi 






Sifter 01 ft 
111^02 

Slfter02 ft 
^03 

Srftel03 ft 
111^04 

uTT^ srare 

^ ^ srmra (»ft. ^) 

1461 

1455 

8693 

32132 

3 RI ^ ^ arraici -1^ ’R 

y4)'S cIPl % 

33256 

41046 

15891 

3856 

^ 3Ri t?it ^ arraRT 

4797 

2886 

2253 

1413 

^ airora (ftt. ^) 

39514 

45387 

26837 

37401 

2 ><H (^. ^'i) 

642012 

680584 

706344 

765063 

^ irm (ftt. ^) 

646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 

f5rcf ft ftl^T ^ Sllllldl ^ % 
ft'MIl 






4% 

3% 

32%) 

86%) 

^ ’ft’T (ftt. ^) 

0.23% 

0.21%) 

1.23% 

4.19%) 

3 RI ft?fr ft sT^mfr «ct irtftw 
f$<K(T 47 mc-nxl4t 





3ll4ic1 

84.16% 

90.44% 

59.21% 

10.31%) 

w (ftt. ^) 

5.14% 

6.01% 

2.24% 

0.50%) 

f5^ ft sRr ft?ft ft 

SITlIRft 





07ci 3ii4iia 

12.14®X 

6.36% 

, 8.40% 

, 3.78%) 

^ ’ft’T (ftt. ^) 

0.74% 

, 0.42% 

, 0.32% 

, 0.18% 





} 
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(iii) JTiftJcfjT^ ^ cfT^ f fcf> ^ ^ arrarcfr ^ ^ 5rfcr?Ri 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3ik ^ ^ 2001-02 0.197c i ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3.437c ^ ^ t I WR ^ fq srzncfr ^ ^ c^cir ^ % «rf^ "itrcT ^ siraTcft; 
«rF3[R JTPT c^ 1%^ c^ ^ Tf ^ t I 


OT^ITcft cCT flt^TOT 






31^01 ^ 
PT^ 02 

31^02 ^ 
PI^03 

31^ 03 ^ 
PT^04 

yirasrafir 

(dlf^c^^d) 

^ OTT^ncT (^. C'l) 

1461 

1455 

8693 

32132 

3rp ^?ll ^ STFTRI - f«FT RT 
clP^t 

33256 

41046 

15891 

3856 

fr^ 3r?i ^ ^ 3imm 

4797 

2886 

2253 

1413 

sirara (jft. -ep) 

39514 

45387 

26837 

37401 

fcf y^ci (4). ^) 

642012 

680584 

706344 

765063 

^d hT^I (^. "S^) 

646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 


784460 

840065 

900245 

936775 

cUT IlfcRRT f^TOT 





,,5)cr 3IFIRT 

4% 

3% 

32% 

86 % 

^ pm (4t. ct) 

0.2370 

0 .21% 

1.23% 

4.19% 

^Tci s'mrcn 

0.19% 

0.17% 

0.97% 

3.43% 


wfR ^ ^ ^ Tnfe?T atraraf q?r 

(iv) chl^di TR ^TRicft ^ jmrcr c^ wrt cjft vjrtxr cf5t ^ t ^ 

mfer aTKTicfr ^ cfjRnr itr^ ^ wift ^i3?Ti^ ^ ^ ^[R^TT i^iNcr cF5t ^ t m 

W ^ 3IFITcff ^ 5Wm 3RRfT cf^Hdl ^ Tf^Rnjof cf^ft ^R^IT STT "m ^ 

vW'll sp Ffr ar^ISJT HBRPJot nSR cfcf> ^ Tf^ ?tcft I WTT? ^ cZPPR ^ 'HHM ^?cR 

SRfsif^ 'dH'^'lcKliaft ^ PjI "Pf f^fjFRfi cFv^ ^ Rqcl P7 f^PtfcRT 

’Ei^ ?F3iR ^ 'deiVf ^ afhffcf f«r?f^ ^> 3 ^ cj^t ^cht ci^ "pf ^ i vjeiVi P>t 

c^^PRlf CPT cbR^HI 5R ^ XR W t I 'H«if?ld ^ Prt ^ 

supra’ ^ pra cIPJ ^c7>i 'tlf^d ^RTPrf^ fcpPT PPT PT I ^ ^cldl PPT PefT PfTP Slpf^ ^ 

^Nra ^ ^r v3^ cr^st! cpt PR?ftp wm ^ ^ pWt ^ ppt pt f^ra^ 
vseiVf p5t cf^Hdl ^ FfP ^3% >d^Vl f^5>t cr>|+id ^ PfcRra ^ 

<zrap Firar t vjI'Hifeh PiHiRbd dif^cPi ^ t i 
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(vi) 37Tf^c6i’<) ^ ^ cf5t ynw ^ ^ ^aVi ^ 

^ cf^JT cfilHd ^ cbKoi ?lf^ ^ ^ t I 17Ti^r5) ^ 

^ 5Tf^ cFJT 3llchcH ^ H^cEnjo? V{|c^^cb ^ | MlRl4>l^ ^ 

RldKItDd vsdiiq ^ erfrRf^ chl*1d ^ ‘^URT ^ t ^STT cpif W ^ 

#RT W c^ TTfrl ^ ^cRT ^ # I fcl^c^tjui cRT cf^tHcT ^ flsl?y c^ 

3Ic^rf?tcf7 ;3^ ^ cf^ ^ ^ ^ qrfer aTFTRTt ^ 

^ 5Tf^ ^ ^ t I 


«I>*1 ^ l^dTl 



vjfcixi (alRc^^d) 



8rt% XlftTjn 

■ 

^ ^ Xl|q TJcXI 

50996 

<1^1 ♦Id XR 1%^ 

^- 

**♦* 

\ 

4^1 c^^Hd XR f^frTl 
__(%) 

V ’ --- 

**«* 

cf>*i cpl*idH'{ 

(%)- ^ 

25% to 40% 


>5reit7T ^ f^T% 

(vii) "Hiyd ^ 'S£jVi ^ 3ll<4ld'l ^ ?nTR clft ^5TT^ ^ JRltuRraf jc»d 

C^ 31^^ II (iv) ^ 31^^ WTR^, 5RfTT HT^T, ^STcp, erWJRrTT, 

f^ ^Rj^, ci5t Hrar cTsrr ^ ^cf^dcbT ^ tr 

JRTR '^'5dl ^ 7f|7 f^qi ^ I c^ P|uU cf>t cT^ TR MlRlchl'^ ^ ^RTT WT ^ 

^f^«Tt^?r8ITXFT3TTf^^ ^ 3IT^ cR^ c^ t ^ ^ 

W yffl cl^ cfJ^ JfT^Rld? cISIT dlf3)C|5 ^ ^ ^M«H^ c^ >fT?ft 

^ ^3RI^ cpt ^iTl^rcr 1^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ # % 4o feiRRT 

^0 # ^cqj^ # ePm 33 ?rf^ f|# ^ ^ ^TRfT ^T ^ c^ ?ig^ 

^ ^ W t, ^ li^icf? 3T^ ^ ^ >3RRcp t I ^ 5rg^ 

^0 f^c3FM 4'S't^vjJ f^O ^ olMId XR Srf^ ^ Xin^, cfjxpft inn el M-i||<Hi| ^ elFTcf eRiT 

XF5t«fT ?rR^ ^ W ^XT^ elFR ^ ^ ^ t I 3REr ?|?T 

WTRc^ ^ eil-ld Xj4 51% ur% ^Tg^qT 

3RT ^ if XSXTel^ ^ t I ^ %31T XifTcfT t %? ^T 3RT 3T% ^ XJRRgj 

Wm ^ ^ 3?*^ '^xMlcjd cpi 14 JI%?lcT qdl^ ^ I ^XfrfcfXf, ^ 31% ef^ 
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gJT Wrm 86 JjfclPM ^ ^ 11 W ^ ^ 3W ^ 

^ ^ ^ 11 ^’ft ^ ^ ^^ ^ ^ ^ 

ir w ^ ^ ^ ft fto l^crm f^o ^ ^511^ ^rrfircT 11^ w 

ir ^ ^Jcqr^ ^ ?ntftcrt i ^" 3Jc?m ft ^ ^iftcp.cp^ 

^cqi^ t I W ^ ^ ^ ^ €Tf% ^ ^ ’Tl^ ^ «tft 

^ tor ^ ^ ^ 

ij | (g | cf) T^ ^ q^T NjMdg T ^ ^ «T^ fft^c^W ^ 

W1 ^ ft^FTITtfft ft ^ ^ ^ ’TTH t 1 

fft^ alk vg^ngq? ^ ^Fsm 

(viii) 71? ^ fftjm w ijifn <i«iT TO ft ^3?tm qft fftg5^ ft ^ 

ittcrmTif^^ft^ft^ 3T^ |t t I ^ 31^, qiteiftjTTft ^ 
^ 1TO ft ^ ’iftT ft ft OTTllcT ^ f%^ ^**^':l'^''^ 








otJh 01 ft ^ 02 

SlA^ 02 ft 
inft 03 

ariler 03 ft ^ 
04 

Tara OTiRr 
(^iRcolyn) 


307826 

310022 

324328 

392195 

3T^ 

vicMKch 

202429 

175147 

234039 

231456 

^qni ^ ft 

t)<Qj^ vjejVi 

510255 

485169 

558367 

623651 


^ ^T^TR 



3 ij}^ 01 ft ^irft 
02 

aiftcf 02 ft 
qift 03 

antcT 03 ft 
qift 04 

xsnxT arat^ 






VSElVl 

307826 

310022 

324328 

392195 

31^ vJC^ICi^ 

202429 

175147 

234039 

231456 

^niTT 7!'T ft 
yeiVi 

510255 

485169 

558367 

623651 

Bra (^,^) 

646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 

4Miy l^'HII: 





qq {%) 

48 

45 

46 

51 

3RI q^ vi^yKchl ^ 
(%) 

31 

26 

33 

30 

^fFTTI ^ ft 
vsfttq ^ (%) 

79 

71 

o> 

h- 

81 


2726GI/07—3 
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[P#\kT I-—Sec. 1] 


11 % ^ 2001-02 ^ 48 Jrfcl^ ^ 

WT ^ ^rixT 3T^ 51 Wfrli^ld ^ "W u1'4l% WHS ^ ^ 

1%^ ^ 3T^ ^ 2 cf5t ^ ^ I ^ ift ^ tSTTcn t 

^ arcjf^ cf> TTFT A 18 ^ ^ I ^ ^?rfm t ■xjefm 

3Tcff^ c^ ^ ■'TPjcft ^ w^ err I 

(ix) TET^ vJ&iVi cfrr vicMiq^l cTSTT WfFT ^ %:- 


I yicqWd 


01 ^ ^ 
02 

3racl 02 % 
03 

31^ 03 ^ 
RT# 04 

«ira arsRt 
(etllWcolyd) 



402651 

423669 

484734 

31^ y^<4 ydiiqcb 

269188 

247679 

255620 

252412 

^WJT ^ ^ ^J^^5Sfr»T 

654355 

650330 

679289 


<TOii (ift.sH) 


01 ^ 

02 

319cT 02 ^ 
RT^ 03 


mill 


389425 

428175 

478196 

513208 


267174 

275274 

268450 

261979 

^FET 'CT \5tjVf 

656599 

703449 

746646 

775188 



«R?n ^rIr % 






31^ 01 ^ RRf 
02 

31^ 02 ^ 
RT^ 03 

3l^ci 03 ^ 
RI# 04 

v5ira ^I^Rl 

y^oj, ytTiM 

98.91% 

94.04% 

88.60% 

94.45% 


100.75% 

89 98% 

95.22% 

96.35% 

WR ^ ^ \3ljtR 

99.66% 

92.45% 

90.98% 

95.09% 


snf^rcMt ^ t % ^ ^ cpf 2001-02 ^ 98.91 ^fcU^ i d 

^ WET ■STcrf^ ^ 94.45 Mfcl^ld cfcfj Cf>t Rixiqc 311 ^' | 3 TET: STTRTT yqqVl ^ Pl-F i qd 

















[WTl—tsFS 1] 
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afR 3T^f^ ^ ^I'iR 'H«l^ ^ ^ mf%cl 3TRTRTI ^ ^ 

Hf^<jcici: M’Hlf^d H^d ^tcTF % I 


^TTcT 

w ^irafe ftaS * Hfiraa * ^ t'w ^ e# arafil * ^ ^55ra#3 PRras 


HicWi^t 

aiiJci 01 ^ Ri^ 
02 

artlcf 02 ^ 

03 

ai^ef 03 ^ 
in^ 04 

vjrra 

(l^t.^R) - 

307826 

310022 

324328 

392195 

*iici>ci^ - vjeil^K 

29632 ^ 

29605 ^ 

21878 ' 

6887 

irtte ^ 

^ ^ TTIcT^ 

9.63% 

9.55% 

6.75% 

1.76% 


100 

99 

70 

18 


^ 3r»nf^ «1R^ C|>|<<1); 

(xi) ^ntor^t ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^TTsscf 3TRn^fr ^ 

^ ^ t I arafrar, ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ 

3TRiKfr cfTi ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ei^i ^r cf»i^ ^ 11 

3mn?fr ^ ^ ^t ^ 2002-03 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f>K i q ^ 3TTt t Virata ^ ^ cfitRcfr vJWici ^ MRuiM'<<('iW cR^ 

cf5t eTPra 4 ^ 1^ t I ^ ^ t -uiRicpid^TiM 

wm ^ ^ ^ >icMlcicb f ^ ^ ^ cfWT 48 ^ricRTd 

^ t! ?^ wn^ ^ 3 ng 5 # (^ ^ 23 fl^r 

T3cqi^. ^ #Er eTPRT ^ ^ ^ vJc^'a^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

cfanf^r srf^ ^ 3R!i w P)^tcict>r ^irflcr wi ^ .^J? ^ 

I M l R l cbl’^ ^ ^ 'dg|«6 ^ ^ Htfeci aiRldl vieiVll 4?t «^^Rd] 

cf>^ 3ik ^ jmrcr ^ ^ t 1 ^ 

1%^ cite ^ TO ^r ^ ^ fte ^sTRn # 3TmR ^ ^ ^cRT ^ ^ aq^l^T c^ 

^ ^ t I 31^: d^lRdl ^ ITRte Wr 4ncTT l^^PT cww ^ ^ -iU^ 

cR^art cjit Rif^ 51^ 11 


J 
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iJJT 'qR»Tm: 


(xii) f % ^ ^ ^ fen? ^ ^ mR^ ii h 

'bcxrl'!5l4li| ^ t 

ilvJt<IK, cMT ^tMtqcpgi; 

(xiii) xilticpi^ ^ cf>^ f % 3#f^ «rfRrn? t ?T8n 

^ ^vftr 5RH t I ch^^-ciiRiil ^ ^Tsrr ^ jrh ^ ■»Tf 

^ ^ 3T^ # ^ ft t I jnf^ra5T^ ^ 3 t^ ^ ^ 

vicMKchdl 3TmR ^ 2001-02 ^ ff|f ft t I 

•cb*ixiiD, wn <^tmcici>d< 



aiflH 01 ^ IIT^ 

02 

3rifcr 02 ilE 
^ 03 

artter 03 if 

04 

^ anf^ 
(«rf(f^)^) 

(flO) y^ci^ vj^iVi 

3254 

3398 

3434 

3758 

♦iy|<4'<l (cIR5 ^.) 'CJ^ 
Bifnr 

3413 

3521 

3825 

4495 

vje^Vl cpI vicMlc?^ 

385167 

402651 

423669 

484734 

vJc<Jiy*dl Mfrlcb^yi^l/ 

118 

118 

123 

129 


crr^Tggm 

(xiv) )Hl(ttcr>l'<) ^ Cfj^ f ;3lff7T uiTxr 3^^ ^ cfR SfW^ ^ 

t* ! ’eR^ vieiVl % ^ 2001-02 ^ 1.30 JlfcRR ^ cTR ^ ^ ^3n ^ yim amHf 
^Rr WRRT^ ^ (0.80 jricRR) ^ f^R thjt d l l^cbl if ^ ^ 

t:- 


^/?tR (err® ^.) 





vjaVl 

**** 

**«* 

*«** 

**** 



**** 

**** 

**** 

t\*iU ^ \5CHI<<Cr5 

**** 

**«*' 

*♦** 

**** 






y«Vl 

100 

261 

603 

-103 


-100 

-66 

198 

•62 


-100 

-27 

359 

-96 

^/?if^(%): 






**** 

L 

**** 

**** 

***« 

3r^ 

**** 

**** 


**** 

^FTJT ^ ^ 

**«* 

*«** 

**** 

***« 





(cpnt ^ ^ 


(XV) mftra5i« gv!* * ft! cnnt’ll’fS)’R OTa 

anragm ^ !i#t ^ ^ ft^ I a#g gim wft * ^ 3Pft ftftvi'w 

*** % 3IPI 3rf^ ^ WT ^5raf^ ^ 2003-04 A ^ *** % 3^^ ^ 3Tm 

*f* % 3TFI srfyRT ^ I 


cnnt^^’W»ra 



-?r' s— 



ari^a 01 ^ 
02 

aifta 02 ^ 
nM 03 

^Hd 03 ^ 

04 

Tjim 3lwi 

(qiRqil^^) 

^ (cfm ^.)" 

^r^^jsfnr 

**** 

**** 

***« 


'(j;^l‘rai 

100 

121 

102 

102 

SIM ^ cTR/glPr (cTRI ^.)j 

**** 

**** 

*«** 



100 

98 

134 

25 

SIR ait ^ t (%) - 

vdeiVi 

**«-* 

**** 

***« 

**** 


100 

80.94 

131.04 

18.66 


iraig ^ <WT !ci«n(^q »iq>Kic*iMi >i^i4 

(xvi) tn^ t ^ efm/^T^ w? ^ ’ft vmm\ ^ ^ ^ 

ant t cisn 3imR ^ 2001-02 ^ ft aiooftlf^ 

3nttl 


•i*OQ yfTH 






aiAa 01 ^ 
02 

ai^ 02 

^ 03 

ai^ 03 
^ 04 

viira anra 

(qiRt^yd) 

ag?? ^ ^.) - 

>refnT 

**** 

**** 

**** 

**** 


100 

138 

190 

87 

3fS£r urn ncp^ 

am 


**«* 

**** 

*«** 


-100 

-7 

1337 

9 


**** 

***« 

**** 

«*** 


100 

165 

509 

107. 
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[Parj I— 1 | 


(xvii) vcJejVl c|it vJfTcI 3 Tcff^ ^ cJl'ilM 

^ WcT 3T^Rf ^ ^ Rw><^ ^ ^'(0 3T^rf^ *li'l 

^ ^ ^ I 3^cimT, 'Ei^ ^ wrsfN if cf5^ 

^ ^ amfif ^r?FT Pl'^icie 3ni % \ 








01 it 
* 0 ^ 02 

02 it 

03 

31^ 03 if 
»n# 04 

imii 



6 

10 

19 

v5t<JKH - ViHH ^ E1^ 


-1 

4 

9 

«rfufR f^^RTT - W ^ 

TEi^^sifrn 


-10 


3 

(^3t 1 Tfrar - tiHM ^ tj^cj 
qrdt'T 


-5 

15 

12 

cfTfl - '?T»TJf Wf % 


-28 


-89 

^Cf>c{ H^I^/’ff.iiH - >^^44 'OM 
it ^€iVi 


65 

208 

-79 

3?R 3fr ^ t - y^ci vidlM 


-19 

62 

-86 


^ Cjgt gPRIT 

(xviii) ^'^t1cfjTit3ft3nf^ ^ITR w tcmRiEJM wn? ^ 

if cr?^T 1^ Tpr ^ ^ ^feTRT wim 3ra% ^ "Slfn c^ W^?R*ra> cTTJff 

3tk ■EI^^ fl? orr>^f ^ ’T^vjl'i ^3lfPT g>t vjsiif cfSt OTcTT tR larfcT^ jmTcT 

■qF? ^RcfKlT t I 

U. tbl^ullcHcb TJcf 3F2r EpR^R 


3rramt c^ 5P?ra 

28. ^ 2001-02 3fk ift ^ snf c^ ^ cR^ c^ ^ 3TRfRT ^ JTIcRIcI cf> if 

^ ^ ^nfer arraicT 4 sfcRRT ^ 3iry(^4> 86 irf%?RT ^ ^ f i ^ fm ^ 

if =#T ^ STRIcff ^ RfrRIcT 1%^ ^f ^ WEf 3T^ ^ srStcT^ # ^ t I '^^ 
cT^ 2001-02 if 0.23 TlfcRTcT ^ el'Scjiy ift ^ft 3nf if 4.19 5ffcI?RT ^ W t I ^tNcT JmR 
C|ft -^FTir 3T8lfcT cFJJT 91^1 3?FITcff ^ ^»TRcT if ^ clftTO if SIrijRicb 

cp^ t jnter^ if ^TPn ^ ^ ^ cfjj q|w ^ ■ej^ ^ 3^ ^ 








[qPTl—•gggl] 
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^ ^ 1^ ^ 5rf^ 5mT5 ^ 

^cqr^ cTO ft Vf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

rsrLrVfft^^T^^w I 

?mR ^ ^ ^ cTPTO^ it ^ OTftt t I «raM. 3n^ ^ 

X5sfm ^ li dft ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ^nfft^Pt^ 2003-04 ft ^ 

51 % ^ 3 T^ c^ 31 ^ cNt ^ ft ^ ft 3 ftft^ ^ t ^ ^ S 

3(k g^'araR i* ’iif^ ii ^ ^ ast ^ ^ ^ awi 

^ ^ wfe-S at 3nt it Cimwn it ^ ^ 

wf irm ^3W 'nfea att^ ^ ^miRfr it ^ ^fe ^ 

c^ c^Koj C||'«llclqj 5tfft ^ ^ 1 ' 

3Ri tpRqft ^ irmg 


cHIMK 

29 TltSTBrft j. »A aitj ^ !itj[*n?ra! TOT w^ ^ » t^ti^ 

w=,« ^ OTHI ^ araR ^ ^^ 

M % Cil WI%I >IFI ^ I!! ^ ^ ^ ^ ' 


ttTPT ft aft^ ^5^ ^ ^ 


30 trf ^ ftiin ^ » fti araft it >itn it atil ^ ^ 

1^.tl3it3ntit^>^^lfe^^i ^ . 0 ^ it ^miftra ^ irm ^ 
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31. i[Rr ?TcT ^ ^ ^^ -w t 

^ ft ^ giiw 11 

ftqfer ftaiTtSH 


32. ^ 3raf^ 3lk ^ ^ ^ W?T 1%qT t I 

MlRlcbl^) ^ Wt f ^ t^rafcT Pl^MKH if McjfJld fSH t I v^m 

^ 5r#5RT^ afl^ f^rat^T t^lW ^ ?rr>BR?iT ^ 31 cht- 3T^ f^, w t I 

cpIX*'! ft 5^^ (^f^ cr^4 ^) ^ '4^c|^ WTvjfR ^T vJeiVl ^ ^ilt-f^^TTER ^ 

^ HRT m\ t I 

^? Tr gcbd ( 


33. ^ ^Kcbdl # 3TraR ^ 2001-02 ^ fcFIT ^ 

^EIR f3TT t I vidllcjchdl Wt Ajltf^T ^ ft ^ tf t I 

3(*3I cI<Ij 


34. gRT ^ Pl^dH fcp^n W t 1^ ift # 4Tt HPT 

g>t ^r ^ 2001-02 ^ tt ^ t 3ik 

3TRI^m? dl'^lPld f3TT t I IJlf^lcfn^ ^ f?T cf5?PT gft ^ t ^ ^ t 

^ 3Tq^ ^cftcT C^ fcp# ;fTTe?r 3ftT 314»lci2j ?Tct c^ qcfd^ 

t I ^ W sj^ 3TRI fcp vdcMIdcht ^ f^-TT^ c^ 3Tf^ ^ WI ^ 

tt ^ t 3fk 3Tf^ra»T?r cbMpl^i cIPT «FTT^ cTT^ cW^mf cPT t. ■JiF ^ yfraT t 

i^id-RltJ) vJrNr :gpTK Rl^t'c 51 ^ f afk cptpft c^ fcPT ^ l^rpr^ ^?qT^ ^ 

4 ’ft vJii'icpift tftft t, IT? afltliRd ^ Rns?j4 ^ t I % 1^l1% Mldd^tJI ch i -jdj 

3fR 3l41cfti< -l|WlRl<+»!uh’ ^ ^ ^fqi^ t I w ^ (^d4.€{ ^ P l ^dd ) ' 

cPr>PT ^pft cfjnPl^ji STpft SPPfTSTt ft ^rst^fft ^ ^ # fvRpft ^ TT^ fftddi ft % ftt 
aft ^ ft) 3TFM ft ^SltPT ^x cfftt STfR ^ W t, cFtT t; T[^ ftfe fftPIT yflftT 
t % ^)ftcfj 3TTft^ «ll'td«l ft appft SPPTTaft ft 4<ftdft cR ^ f Tjcf? ^ ^Tsm t fftrft 
fftcra^ ^«cr)K\ 5Rr ftt 'tftIcfjK fft^iT Tj^n 1 ■q? ftt ftt^ fftpir vHctt ft tft) Njifpr ft 
fftft^ fftpR ft fft) OTdiaft ft sKsldft ^Rft ^ fftft^ yTRI ^ cRft ft fcPIT ’PIT SJT 
alk fftfli^ ^ ftRpr vjejVi cfft ft ^ trre^T ^ erfftthift ww ^ wrt 

cFRprr w «IT I fTT ft Cfft vJltcf ^ iTt t '^^ ftfe fftPIT ufRE ft fft) SPTdTaft ft ^ 

f^T ^TWR aft? ftpift clft IftdoijRlddiaft ^ W*T ^33lft C^ fen? fftPIT WRIT ft I 





?Tazi % ^ ^tic<pl ^ 3Tq^ sprarajt ^ ^ ^ 

^ t I ^ era? ^ ^ ^ ^ ^Nh ^ aft ^ 

y5^ T^ if ^ ^ 1116^ ^ ewiaRo '^PTT %, ^ ^ 

XJF ^ ^ 11% ft# gWr gJT 1t9^ #?IT SR^ ^ ^ f^ 

ti gn^^3HT SR4 ^3c^ ^ ^ 3ra^ ^rerar S5R^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^nPm ^ ^ f I ^ ^ «mRlch ^ ^ 

TRT t 1 

(S(^^ qf^ ?&K«nc»ici» ti^4f P>«t6t 

J€. i j<jf<w ^ ’^RR nrf^icpT^ ft^ Si# # ft> t9r ^ 

STM# # ’Trar ^ ^RTn w( % afiT »TR?r ^ ^ ’rm # wtts^ ^ ^?Ttg ^r «i«i<i^ 
^ ^ I ^Rnft ’TFT ^ vjdiM s*r ?r5iR f^'wii, ft#, 'Jftr^, ^ 

HH^ ^ #f R l ^Md ;Rf^ ^ ft t f^5R^^ '^TFTr ^ 

ajRlflRj ^IRIT ^Tf^t Slf^ # 3 »^hR^IcI S>I 'ti«»>d Piciat % I <Rnft, ti^c^ # 

Tm# ^ s>ROT aiRiftm? wr fsn t s#tj #^ # arraR # ^ ^ 

Htb i yidft? #, if # ant ^ ^t^Klc*^<^ gfk ^ic<<Ri<h ^ ^ gft i 

# ^TfS #H?ff ^ tltoj vjeiVl # vJtHi<5'i ciMia ^ ^f^ f^ #FcT H<5fcpx*J| ^ 

. ^fi#I P= | <Hd l t ^ «H<|vJcf i^RSvR RKlcte JRfticT ft t I ^ ’ft ^ ft^ '^TTcn t ^ 
Rd R ff fN wns tf ^itcj '3#’T # drHHddT ^ am^ ^ •Jf^RTFR? ^ fit t aftr 
f^!t?T w afRi alH h 4><51 Pisi? ’R Hfcli><?i ^Fns w t afl^ '^i'^ 3r?f^ ft fft*^ 
w I ftyig fg ant 11 ft?T ^ Fif^ atRiffts? fnt "w t I «j <jf cki ^ otetr ^ 
Tf? JTHT ^ t ft> Ttlt^ ^3?fFT # diwitch «fft ft t ^ ft? ^ 3RTft^ 
mR4>c^ # ’it t I ^ t?i % atm# % IcR #t 3TR1 Silw snftoft ^ KIH 
ft #! cimi ’mi ft Ri'dft ^#’1 # sifft ft ^ i 

36. ^ H^vjI^ Jirfftsuft S>r fftmift ft ft> y^cj, '3#’T # SRdft^ #ft ft ft 

^jkirs «ifft ft mfeef ajm# ^ sjrr ^ ft i 

offt *iif^w flft *11^1 

wf^yfftd #^1^ TBi VmU» i 

37. mR i <h i ft ft ^ ft ^3^ ’1R51 ft HM'fld mmiem ft Iftft^ ft 

wm ^1^ '3#F ftf mfftftft?! ftftm ^ Rykui fftmr 811 aft^ ^sftt’i # «ifftftft^ 
#Tm ft fftft^ # ftfft Sir ft^ ^feiRii ftmi’mi sn I 


2726GI/07—4 


» 
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38. cfj^ t WT % ^ cf5kw ^ 

‘•TRcT ^ HH'flil vJ-ccIdH ^l-qicH-y ^ ^ eJJPT ^ cP7 

iTRcT ^ ^fTPrfrjT ^HWcnr -ill-MMil ^ ^ “W t 3it? ^FTfm ^3?^m 

mRa 3fhFfcT ^ *** ^ ^ ^r w t I 

39. 3?Tf^ra5T^ ira Pltl^Rd yfrl'if^d <f?f*Tcr ;3#rT gRT >dd^tf^d cR^ ^ ^ 

fcf>Fff cf)T titRct sfRm t 3frf «rf^ cfj RraiRuiT^ f^Tc^ ^ ^ RrM 

^711% afrfm ^ ^3^ c^ ^ ^ f I ^ ^ Rratcff cf5t sft^ qjxr 

cf^t^TcT 3fk 5f1% TnWr ^ PlHI^'{HN ^ #:- 


ftlfci hiRh froffvrui 

<I>H^ ^ 

flfir hiRSh (Hf^ inRn 
o^ 

^-l.^fut. ^ ^d^Mlc;cn vjq Plqlaq) 

•*•* 30-40% 


^»iR^ ctn fItT 3Rr ^ 

40. jrrf^icpi^ T?rf^ t % 'HiHM ^ qR w^rM m m'41vjh ^ 3T^Rf?T 

czim srsnait ^ifRT. ^ 5 # cf^r ^ cr^h t x3t%r?T xriciwrt 

cl^t cf^ ^^RsrtPRT ^ uTT ^ I 

41. wif?l«*>i^ XT? ^ ^TFr^ f xreif^ w\^ ^ cr^ cf? 

cfRc^ fcfRif^d WTT^ ^ ^ ^ X7cf>^ t 3jk l|Ru|H'W>W ?? vJd1l4l' cf?t 

xrfcRqxrt m ^ jRTO wcTT t cTsnf^ ^ Xjqrxtr ^ ■fn^xftxi ^rstit A 

xrfcRqxrf ^ I t^^d medM wxr ^ cr^ ^ xn^ jranaft sri 

5nx<T arjRicT ofm ^ xjnxjrr #7 >3ifRT ^ ?rt xjxmtwarf 

^ C^ o!TTXT^ XRT^ ^ gxr^REIclT ^ I 

z. 

42. ijcitg? XR ^ xRxncf jntort Rr^ m xtf^ # f^: 

RT^ ^ ^ c^ 3W^ ^ ^ RratRicr cRg ^ “JR? ^ RraRr 
WTT^ ^ ^ gW XR Tnn 11 


XI. XJlfRT ^ cil'Wf^ct) stRt ^ t I 







[Mini—'sp^si] 




7T. 

aTR^ft ^ gJROT-lt t i 

ti ara: snftw^r ^ ^ ^ ^wra TOMfk 

* 3rara 64 * 3hrta snSi aijft ^ ^ ^ 

3T^?t^ c{i^ 3TTcR^ ^T’TII^ ^ I 

z. Rm>ifigT 

M Sft 3fk1?T^. 3IT^ 3ft? ^ ^ tn^, ^ 

c^ W XR >HchKI ^ ^ ^ ^ 3?^ 5RR w 2TT 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3ft^l^ ^ ^ 

xiTCT ^nfSR 3ft^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ?ll ^ 

^ ^ TR^ 5nf^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ 

f^R^RTc*!^ ^c<P el'iiHT 3I^%xT % I 

44 . 3 icT: ?ra?r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^rniRT TR (^p|[^ f?lflr ^ ^ 

Pi!^Ti^t i y<Hci5 me’fM t ^ f^mjrf^ ^ 35 ?^ wt5i% f 1 

45 ni i a<w« SRI a?^ fti^iiii!S! 4 ^f 5 RR^aiHii^ 5 <! snto^ 

^ ^ afii sti ^ SR^( * -s^ •iif^H t!s afii.aif^ lift * 

pRg^nRW sissM ^ anift aft a^wm 5Rft # i aaffiR * ^^aw^ 
;ft tftaftfta aftiTORa; 4 Ra! aiflaRR atftiftaa, 1975 a; ataia 54 a* ^ arftjna 
tn^ft 3 ftffta=ft 3 aift * arai^’’’'^’’’rt^ifire aifliaa * aftc^ 

aaiaa fftaaai?ia> aieaM ^oai aaift aft a^sRti ^ aiftt t 1 





pRita^ 1^ 
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^ 3^ ^ ^ ;5nfter ^ 1^nj>T%r % if t ^ 

^ Jiragpff ^ >3cqi^ ^ anftcft?! ’ ^^iil^cb^u i ^ 

■?TOT ^ w I 

^ w-3i^iRid wm ^ ^ xR 3^, gisjgr 

w<r ^ g5t yfw ^ 3rf^if^ c^ ^ jirawpfr afk wi m ssn^ 

^rRTsfr ^ tj^ ^ ^ 11 ^ ^?n1ten ^ 1^ gjt# 

3T^ mtoj) gRT cra> '^41cpK ^ WW ^ ?T^ ^ f|?ra^ q?fra>R gRT 
w-^lwnisj Plfc(^Rd ^ 31 ^'Mk giRdd ^ f^Rn 'W ^ I 


3IR. 3nfM^ 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(Dl RECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 8th June, 2007 

FINAL FINDINGS 

§rie^ 

No. 14/10/2005-DGAD.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act 1975 

OdeStin('hereinafter referred to as the Act) and the Customs Tariff 
Odentification. ^^sessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped 

ffi^RuU) Rules, 1995. (hereinaf^eferred t<51^ 

^®ociation of Synthetic Fibre Industries (hereinafter 
referred to as the Applicant) on behaif of domestic producers namely M/s 

p2tSJrT^u^'®L‘'*o * Central India 

ra^fn 3ll^M^ Industries Ltd.M/s 

^M/® ’ Synthetics (India) Ltd., M/s JBF 

Ltd., M/s M^em Petrofils Ltd., M/s Nakoda Textiles Industries Ltd M/s 
^cron Syntttetics Ltd. and M/s Welspun Syntex Ltd. filed an application 
tefore the Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as the Authority) 
in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act and the AD Ruies. allegkig 
^mpmg of Partially Onented Yam (herein after referred to as su^eJI 
^ 1? h?i2'" exported from China PR (herein after referred to 

iVivpJiSitSn and requested for initiation of Anti Dumping 

investigations for levy of anti- dumping duties on the subject goods. 

fi'ihmrtlH^hri^^®A ^^-^ basis of sufficient evidence 
submitted by the Applicant on behalf of the domestic industry issued a 

^ ’I puWtehed in iTsSf« 

investigations concerning 
mnnhS Sf ^ Originating in or exported from the subjert 

country in accordance with the Rule 6 of the Rules to determined 

clumping and to recommend the 
amount ^of antidumping duty, which If levied would be adequate to 
remove the injury to the domestic industry. 
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PROVISIONAL MEASURES 

4. The Authority imposed a provisional anti-dumping duty on importe 
of subject goods from subject country vide No.14/10/2005-DGAD oi? 4 
July 2006. 


A. PROCEDURE 

5. The procedure described below has been followed wiUi regard to 
the investigation. After issuance of the public notice notifying the initiation 
of the above investigations by the Authority, the Authority notified the 
Embassy of subject country in India about the receipt of dumping 
application made by the /^plicant before proceeding to initiate the 
investigation in accordance with sub-rule (5) of Rule 5 supra; 


ii) The Authority fonwarded copy of the said public notice to the known 
exporters, importers/users and to the applicant and gave them an 
opportunity to make their views known in writing within forty days from 
the date of the publication of initiation notification in accordance with the 
Rule 6(2): 

iii) A questionnaire for according market economy treatment was 
forwarded to ail the known exporters and the Embassy of the Peoples' 
Republic of China. For the purpose of initiation, normal value had been 
based on the basis of constructed normal value in Taiwan as appropriate 
estimate of normal value. In an alternate to the price from a market 
economy third country to India, applicant had also provided estimates of 
normal value in China as price payable in India in terms of Para 7 of 
Annexure I to the Rules. Subsequent to initiation, the Authority informed 
the known exporters that the Authority proposed to examine the claim of 
the applicant of treating China as non-market economy in the light of 
paras (7) & (8) of Annexure-I of the Anti-Dumping Rules as amended. 
The concerned exporters / producers of the subject goods from China PR 
were therefore requested to furnish necessary information / sufficient 
evidence as mentioned In paragraph 8 of Annexure-I to enable the 
Designated Authority to consider whether market economy treatment 
could be granted to cooperating exporters / producers who could 
demonstrate that they satisfied the criteria stipulated in the said 
paragraph. 

iv) According to sub-rule (3) of Rule 6 supra, the Authority provided a 
copy of the .application to the following known exporters/manufacturers 
from China and Embassy of subject country in India; 

1. Cixi Saniai Chemical Fibre Co., Ltd. 

2. Zhejiang CIfu Chemical Fiber Co., Ltd. 

3. W.W Textile Co.. Ltd. 

4. Hangzhou Huaxin Textile Co..Ltd. 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. 1] 


5. Xinxiang Sunshining Textiles Co., Ltd. 

6. Tongkun Group Zhejiang Hengsheng Chemical Fibre Co., Ltd. 

7. Hangzhou Zhongli Chemical Fiber Co., Ltd. 

v) In response to the initiation notification none of the exporter/producer 
from China responded to the questionnaire. 

vi) The Embassy of the subject country, China, was informed about the 
initiation of the investigation in accordance with Rule 6(2) with a request 
to advise the exporters/producers from their countries to respond to the 
questionnaire within the prescribed time. A Copy of the letter, application 
and questionnaire was sent to the exporters was also sent to them; 

vii) A questionnaire was sent to the following known importers/user 
associations of the subject goods for necessary information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4): 


1. All India Texturisers Association, Mumbai 

2. South Gujarat Texturisers Welfare Association, Surat 

3. Suntex India 

4. Galaxy Textiles 

5. Harmony Yarns PVT. Ltd. 

6. AVM Exports 

7. Garg Tex-O-Fab Ltd. 

8. Boghara Polyfab Private Ltd. 

9. Silvassa Industries Ltd. 

10. Beekaylon Synthetics Ltd. 

11. Alok Industies Ltd. 

12. Bajari Filaments P Ltd. 

13. Sidhvan Yams Ltd. 

14. Crimplon Yarns 

15. Uni TexTexurisers 

16. Unify Texturisers 

17. Ghoomtex (India) Pvt Ltd. 

18. Mehratex India P Ltd. 

19. SRV Polytex Pvt. Ltd. 

20. Synfab Sales and Industries Ltd. 

viii) In response to the above notification M/s All India Texturisers' 
Association, Mumbai and Federation of Indian Art Silk Weaving Industry 
(FIASWI) have filed their submissions. Their submissions have been 
taken into account and examined to the extent they have relevant to the 
anti dumping investigations. 

IX) A copy of the non-confidential application was also provided to other 
interested parties, wherever requested. 

x) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file 




x) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various Interested parties In the form of a public we 
maintained by the Authority and kept open for inspection by the 
interested parties as per Rule 6(7). 

xi) Cost investigations were conducted to work out optimurn cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the 
basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GMP) and the 
information furnished by the applicant so as to ascertain if anti-durnping 
duty lower than the dumping margin would be sufficient to remove injury 
to the domestic industry. 

xii) A public hearing was held on 23"’ August 2006 under the 
chairmanship of Designated Authority, which was attended by 
representatives of the Domestic Industry and other interested parties. 
However during the process of the hearing, one Interested party argued 
that they’did not get the notice of the public hearing in time and hence 
they requested another public hearing. Following the request of the 
interested party, the Authority agreed for another hearing, which was held 
on 20*" September 2006. The parties attending the public hearing were 
requested to file written submissions of views expressed orally. The 
Authority in this disclosure has considered the written submissions and 
rejoinders tiius received from interested parties. Arguments raised by 
interested parties before announcing of preliminary findings, which have 
been brought out in the Preliminary Findings notified earlier have not 
been repeated herein for sake of brevity. 

xiii) **** in this notification represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority 
under the Rules on merits. In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules 
supra, the essential facts/basis considered was disclosed to known 
interested parties on 26*" April, 2007 and comments received on the 
same are considered in Final Findings. 

ix) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from 1 April 2004 
to 30th June 2005 (15 months) i.e. the period of investigation (POI). The 
examination of trends in the context of injury analysis covered the period 
2001-02, 2002-03, 2003-04 and the POI. (, 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION, LIKE ARTICLE AND 
DOMESTIC INDUSTRY: ^ 

PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION: 

6. The product under consideration in the present application is Partially 
Oriented Yam generally known as POY. It falls under the Custom Tariff 
Heading 5402.42 under the Indian Custom Tariff Classification. It is a 
yarn of polyester and is an intermediate, which is subject to further 
processing, for example, texturing or draw twisting, to make it suitable for 
weaving or knitting into fabrics. It has been contended by the importers 
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and users that the applicant has not specified the denier for which the 
anti-dumping duty is sought as the same are produced in a wide range. It 
has also been argued that the subject goods are manufactured from 
various processes and raw material and the subject goods should be 
classified as per the source raw material. On the other hand, it has been 
claimed by the applicants that the subject goods specified in the 
application cover all types of denier and there is no need that the denier 
of the subject goods is to be specified in the application. They have 
therefore contended that the submission of the importers and the users is 
baseless and devoid of any merit. 

7. The issue raised by various interested parties have been examined 
and after examination, it is noted that the application by the domestic 
industry has been made covering all deniers. Further, the Designated 
Authority has also carried out the analysis considering the entire product 
under consideration. Therefore, the Authority does not find any merit in 
the argument of the importers for examining any particular denier of the 
product under consideration. With regards to the submissions of the 
interested parties that Teflon treated polyester yarns and polyester nano 
technology yarns are not produced by the petitioners and hence should 
be taken outside the scope of the product under consideration. It is noted 
by Authority that these yams are not covered under the scope of POY as 
these products have been further processed. Further, it is also noted that 
there have been no submissions by the exporters from subject country 
with regards to the various grades and types/deniers of the product 
under consideration exported by them to India and that sold in the 
exporting country. Further, none of the importers have submitted any 
information along with the evidence to the Authority or requested the 
Authority for denier wise examination of the product under 
consideration. The Authority has considered the views expressed on the 
issue and holds that the product under consideration does not suffer 
from any infirmity as claimed by the Importers/users. Therefore, the 
Authority does not find any merit in the argument of the importers/users. 
Thus, the product under consideration as defined in the provisional 
findings and as mentioned In the preceding paragraph is confirmed In the 
Final findings. 


LIKE ARTICLE 

8. Rule 2(d) of AD Rules defines Like Article as 

“an article which is identical or alike in all respects to the article under 
investigation for being dumped in India or in the absence of such article, 
another article which although not alike in all respects, has characteristics 
closely resembling those of the articles under 
investigation.” 


The applicants have claimed that the subject goods, which are being 
dumped into India, are identical to frie goods produced by the domestic 
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industry There are no differences either in the technical specifications 
functions or end-uses of the dumped imports and the 

dom^ticaily produced subject good. The "tte facTthat mere^s 

exDorters nor the interested parties have disputed the fact that mere is 
anw difference in the dumped goods and the product under consideration 
ZuSlS by tife doTstic indust«. The Aumority observes mat the 
knoorted goods^re used by the user industry interchangeably with me 
Sauced by the domestic industry. The sutj^soods 
by the domestic industry and produced by the subiect countnes ben^ 
technically and commerclaly substitutable, are like artides “"de^ 
S Dimping Rules. Therefore, for the purpose of the present 
Ir^Zn the subfect goods produced by 

being treated as 'Like Articles’ to the subject goods being imported from 
me subject country. 


DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

9. Rule 2(b) defines domestic industry as under- 

(b) ‘domestic industry" means the domestic producers as a wh^ 

engaged in the manuZcture of the like article and any activity connected 

therewith or those whose collective output of the said article constitutes 

major proportion of the total domestic productim of 

when su^producers are related to the exporters or importer of the 

alleged dum^ article or are themselves importers thereof in which case 

such producers shall be deemed not to form part of domestic industry. 

It is noted mat me application has been filed by M/s Association ^of 
Sy^ietic Fibre IndusSy. New Delhi on behalf of domestic industry 
comprising of me following producers of subject goods in India: 


I. Arfees Industries Ltd. 

IL Apollo Fibres Ltd. 

III. Central India Polyesters Ltd. 

IV. Century Enka Ltd. 

V. Filatex Industries Ltd. 

-VI. Garden Silk Mills Ltd. 

VII. Indo Rama Synmetics (India) Ltd 

VIII. JBF Ltd. 

IX. Modem Petrofils Ltd. 

X. Nakoda Textiles Industries Ltd. 

XI. Recron Synmetics Limited 

XII. Welspun Syntex Ltd. 

•tO.The Airthority notes mat me application has also been supported by 
the following producers: 

a. Reliance industries Ltd. 

b. Sanghi Polyesters Ltd. 

c. Nova Petrochemicals Ltd. 

d. Gokulanand Petrofibres 
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e. Rajvi Petrochem (P) Ltd. 


11. During the provisional findings the Authority had noted that the 
collective production of the aforesaid producer^ constitutes a major 
proportion of the total domestic production of the like article and therefore 
they represented the domestic industry within the meaning of Rule 2(b) of 
the Rules supra. The Authority had also determined that aforesaid 
producers satisfy the criteria of standing to file th^ application on behalf 
of the domestic industry in terms of Rule 5(3). One of the interested 
parties has claimed that while determining the ‘(domestic industry’, the 
imports from M/s Welspun have to be compared to their own production. 
The Authority notes that the' importers have not advanced any convincing 
reasons in support of their argument. In any case, it is observed that the 
imports by M/s Welspun from China PR constitute approximately 0.1% of 
its own production, which is a miniscule quantity and can be Ignored for 
the purpose of treating M/s. Welspun as part of the domestic industry. 

Subsequent to the provisional findings, the interested parties have hot 
placed any material fact before the AMthorlty in respect of the issues 
raised by them regarding the standing of the applicants. Therefore, the 
Authority holds that the applicants meet the criteria of standing as laid 
down under the Rules and constitute the domestic industry for the 
purpose of this investigation in terms of Rule 2(b) of the Antidumping 
Rules. 


C. PERIOD OF INVESTIGATION 


12. Various interested parties have also stated that the POI should be 
taken as 12 months i.e. 2004-05 and nof 15 months as taken by the 
Authority in this investigation. The issue has been examined and It is 
considered that it is the established practice of this Directorate to 
consider the period of investigation as latest as possible (to the date of 
initiation) and that the gap between the last day of the period of 
investigation and the date of initiation should riot be more than 6 
months. It is noted by the Authority that had the (Dieriod of investigation 
been taken as 2004-05, the gap between the period of investigation and 
the date of initiation would have been more than 6 months and not in 
conformity with the policy. Thus, the Authority’s decision to take POI of 
15 months in this case is borne out of the practice of the Authority to 
keep the POI as close to the initiation as possible; and in any case not 
later than 6 months from the date of POI and also taking into account 
easier availability of the information of the domestic industry in the form 
of the one full financial year. It was also noted that there are a large 
number of the domestic industries in this invesigation and taking 9 
months data out of the 12 months financial year data would have 
created difticuities for the Authority as well as to the domestic industry. 


D. DUMPING MARGIN - NORMAL VALUE 
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rar,jrr^“«^“;SHSrs’S 

I tn the Anti-dunipinQ Rules. The applicants have claimed tn P 
li^DhT the iSmal value Is requited to be detemiined on any of tte 
ba^ i e^doiiiestlc selling piices in a maritet economy third county ot ^ 
^trucled value in a market economy thirt 
from such a third country to any other 

the normal value cannot be determined on the basis of the anernaaves 
mlS'a^ve.T Designated Authority may determine the nomia 

value on any other reasonable basis including the ^ .. 

payable in India for the like product duly adjusted to include reasons 

profit margin 

14 For the purposd'of determination of normal value in case ® ^ 
market economy country, an appropriate third market economy 
te rMUirS^to be selected as the first alternative. It was proposed at me 

timrof initiation that Chinese Taipei be taken as ®l^°K}f%7mdia 
economv third country. The interested partes, namely M/s All maia 
T^Sr-s Association and M/s FIASWI in their submissions have 

submitted that the selection of Taiwan as 
determination of normal value for China is nor 

for China so determined on the basis of constructed normal value tn 
^reality.. However, the mteiesled >n Ihe^ 

submissions have not advanced any evidence before ^ 
how and whv Chinese Taipei cannot be taken as surrogate rouri^ and 
as to how the normal value for China as determined JV the Appli^nt ^ 
not acceptable. It is noted that the domestic industry had '^®<»“®®ted that 
the unsubstantiated claims of the interested parties are required to be 

ignored. 

Fyaminatio n bv the Authority 

15 In anti-dumping investigations concerning imports from non- 
market economy countries, normal value is to be detern^ned in 
accordance with paragraphs 7 & 8 of the Annexure 1 of the Anti-dumping 

Rules. The Authority notes that none of the ® 

resDonded to the exporter’s questionnaire. None of the uninese 
oroduSm have claimed that they should be granted market economy 
Ltus The Authority therefore proceeds to determine the normal value m 
accordance with paragraph 7 of /Knnexure 1 to the Rules. 

16. It is noted that the normal value in China can be determined in the 

following manner: 

> ■ * 

(a) on the basis of the price in a market economy third country, or 

(b) the constructed value in a market economy third country, or 
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(c) the price from such a third country 

(d) If the normal value cannot be determined on the basis of the 
alternatives mentioned above, the Designated Authority may 
determtne the normal value on any other reasonable basis including 
the pnce actually paid or payable In India for the like product duly 
adjusted to include reasonable profit margin 


17. The Applicant had suggested Chinese Taipei to be taken as the third 
country market economy In terms of the provisions of paragraph 7 of 
Annexure I of the Anti-dumping Rules. The Authority had also propw^ 
Chinese Taipei as the appropriate third country market economy and had 
invited comments and information from ail the interested parties at the 
time of initiation of investigation. However, in the absence of the 
response or information regarding the prevailing prices and costs in 

possible for the Authority to determine the normal 
value for China under the above-mentioned (a) to (c) methods as laid 
^ Annexure I to the Indian Anti-dumping Rules at 

finS tho f K preliminary 

but to ^ to determination of 

on the basis of price paid or payable in India duly adjusted, as prescribed 

®'^''ing at the normal value based on^the orice 
Bayafale in India, the Authority had considered the international‘’raw 

If’® consumption norms, conversion cost and other 
costs prevalent in India had been considered. A reasonable return had 

S production for arriving at the price payable in 

maHo ^® preliminary findings, no comments have been 

hv '."*®''f®*®J P®^'®® questioning the methodologies adopted 

*^® ^P®®*^®® eny substantive arguments toe 
Authonty confirms toe normal value arrived at by toe Authority during toe 
prelirmnary determination (with minor change). The normal value is 
thus, determined as US $ **** per MT. ’ 


EXPORT PRICE 


hL " application submitted for initiation of investigation, the applicant 
had work^ out export pnce based on the DGCIAS import date The 
obtained the import data from DGCI&S and*1t ^s 
iZIfrt* preliminary findings that the volume and value of tte 

imports under Custom Tariff Heading 5402.42 (which is a dedSL LS! 

a^DDliMn^^*!^ under consideration) is toe same as was submitted by toe 
applicants. During the public hearing and submissions made bv the 

the" vdumranH ^ *'^® '^P*'® d®terniining 

the volume and value of import, the Authority had taken Into account 



many transactions relating to ttie imports of yams other than POY. After 
the preliminary findings, the Authority reexamined the transaction wise 
information pertaining to import of product under consideration from 
subject countries and it was found that though the ITC HS classification is 
a dedicated code for the product under consideration, it did have some 
transactions of spin drawn tarn and fully drawn yam and others. After the 
examination, the Authority has reworked the volume and value of imports 
fo subject goods from subject countries and following the reexamination, 
the CIF'export price as per the DGCI&S import data was determined as 
Rs **** pgr {US $ *"* per MT). After considering price adjustments 
on accouht of marine insurance, commission, ocean freight, bank 
charges & port expenses, the net export price is determined as US $ **** 
perMT. 

DUMPING MARGIN 

19. For the purpose of a fair comparison between normal value and the 
export price, the Authority has determined both the normal value and 
export price at ex-factory level. Both the normal value and export price 
pertains to the same period. Both the prices are free of taxes. Thus, the 
Authority considers that the comparison made constitutes a fair 
comparison. Considering the normal value and the net export price 
determined as detailed above, dumping margin is determined as US $ 
per MT which works out as 63% of liet export price. 


E. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 


20. The domestic industry has submitted that share of imports from 
China has increased manifold not only in relation to total imports but also 
in comparison to total demand and total production during the period of 
investigation as compared to the base year April 01-March 02i It was 
submitted that the dumped imports from China have affected the 
domestic prices and the price undercutting and underselling is significant 
during the period of investigation. The domestic industry has alleged that 
the market share, capacity utilization, profitability, return on investment, 
cash flow, growth etc. have declined over the injury investigation period. 
The sales of the domestic industry have increased, however the increase 
In sales is less than the increase in demand. Further, the domestic 
industry had alleged that the margin of dumping from china is also 
significant during the period of investigation, which shows the difficulties 
being friced by the domestic. Industry in disposing of the subject goods. 

21. On the ottier hand, the importers and the user associations submitted 
that the prices of POY have also come down for other countries and the 
demand for POY is high right from the year 2001-02 as compared to 
indigenous production and the indigerious industry has tremendously 
benefited by creating shortage. It has also been submitted that the 
decline in market share of the domestic industry is insignificant and sales 


\ 
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volume of the domestic industry has increased as a result of increase in 
demand. Further, it was also submitted that there is no injury with respect 
to employment and wages and as per the balance sheets of the domestic 
producers, they are not making losses and most, of the companies are 
profit-making concerns. 

22. The importers and user associations have also submitted that the 
inventories of the petioners during the period of investigation were in fact 
lower than from the previous years. Further, the prices of raw material 
are low and POY prices are high in India as compared to China where 
raw material prices are high and POY prices are lojw. It was also held that 
almost all the companies are increasing their capjacities wNch indicates 
that the import of POY has not affected the indigenbus industry at all. 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

23. Article 3.1 of the ADA and Annexure II of the AD Rules provide for an 
objective examination of both, (a) the volume of dumped imports and the 
effect of the dumped imports on prices, in the dqrfiestic market, for the 
like products; and (b) the consequent impact of these imports on 
domestic producers of such products. The authority is required to 
examine whether there has been a significant increase in imports, either 
in absolute term or relative to production or consumption in the importing 
member. With regard to the price effect of thei dumped imports, the 
Authority is required to examine whether there has been significant price 
undercutting by the dumped imports as compared to the price of the like 
product in the Importing country, or whether the effect of such imports is 
otherwise to depress prices to a significant degree, or prevent price 

I increase, which would have otherwise occurred to a significant degree. 

24. The Authority has taken note of the arguments of the iiiterested 
parties on injury examination aspect and addressed the issues raised at 
appropriate places in this disclosure statement to ttie extent these 
arguments are considered relevant to the investigations. The Authority 
has examined the injury parameters objectively tpking into account the 
facts before It and the arguments of the interested parties. 

25. The Authority also notes that the Hon’ble Supreme Court, in the 
Reliance Industries Vs Designated Authority held that the Authority is 
required to carry out the determination of the injury and NIP for the 
‘domestic industry as whole’ and not in respect of any particular 
company or enterprise. Therefore, in compliance with the above orders, 
the Authority called for cost and injury informa^on from all the ottier 
known domestic producers. However, these producers have declined to 
provide any information on the above subject pn the basis of their 
interpretation of the said judgment. 

It has been argued by the other known producer ( M/s RIL Ltd) that the 
said judgment of the Hon’ble Court does not require inclusion of all 
domestic producers in the NIP and injury determination. Further, the 




other domestic producer has argued that the Designated At^ority is 
interpreting the words “domestic industry as a whole” used by the 
Hon’ble Supreme Court in its judgment to mean the 
as a whole”. In this connection, it has been submitted by M/s RIL that the 
Hon’ble Court in that judgment has held that the injury as wejl as NIP has 
to be determined for the “domestic industry as a whole and not in 
respect of any particular company or enterprise. In the same paragraph, 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court refers to the definition of domestic industry 
under Rule 2(b). It has been added that throughout the discussions, the 
Supreme Court has used the words “domestic industry as a whole” and 
not “domestic producers as a whole”. Further, at no stage has the 
Supreme Court held that the term “domestic industry” has to be 
interpreted in any manner different from the. definition provided in Rule 
2(b). On the other hand, the Court has clearly referred to the definition of 

“domestic industry” in the same paragraph. 

26. The Authority notes that the above interpretation of the Judgment of 
the Hon’ble Court may not be in conformity with the said judgment as the 
review application filed by the Authority has been dismissed by ^e 
Hon’ble Court. Therefore, the Authority has proceeded with the 
determination of the Injury and NIP for the domestic industry as a vijiole 
to include all domestic producers of the subject goods to the extent the 
same was reasonably available. It is noted that there are a number of 
other very small domestic producers apart from M/s Reliance Industnes 
Ltd who is one of the major producer of the subject goods in India 
having a share of approximately 33% in the total domestic production. 
The Authority has examined the cost and injury informatlori of the major 
producer’M/s Reliance Industries Ltd. from its Cost Audit Repoita as 
available with the Cost Audit Branch of the Ministry of Company Affairs. 
For the other very small domestic producers, the cost and injury 
information is not available in the form of Cost Audit Reports or in any 
other form. It is also noted that these other very small producers 
collectively accounts for a share of 14% in the total domestic productirm. 
Therefore, the impact of these very small producers would not be 
significant. Accordingly, the injury examination has been carried out 
taking into account the Information in respect of 11 known producers of 
the subject goods accounting for about 86% of frie total domestic 
■ production in India. It is also noted that with respect to each of injury 
parameters ‘domestic Industry as a whole’ includes the information of 
M/s Reliance industries Ltd. (with a total share of 86%) but not of all the 
producers in India. The term ‘domestic Industry’ includes only the 
applicant producers (having a share of 52%). The Injury analysis for all 
the injury parameters for the domestic industry as a whole could not be 
made as the requisite information for some of the injury parameters was 
not available with the Authority, which has been clearly indicated wtale 
making the injury analysis for each factor in the following paragraphs. 
However, M/s RIL Ltd has submitted costing information, which has been 
used for the calculation of non-injurious price of the domestic industry as 
a whole. 
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27. An analysis of the injury parameters as envisaged under the Rules 

nSS 

been carried out ini the following paragraphs: 

I 

Volume of Imports 


i) The Authority has examined the volume of imports from the subject 
countiy on the basis of the imports of subject goods as reflected by the 
^cial statistics published by the DGCI&S. As already mentioned earlier 
the Authority has reexamined the transaction wise analysis of the imports 
of subject goods from subject countries and on the basis of 
reexamination, the figures of the volume and value of imports of subject 
goods have been revised. It is observed that that the share of subUt 
country in total imports has increased from 3.7%% in 2001-02 to 86% 
during the period of investigation. In absolute terms, the imports from the 
subject country has increased during the POI to a level of almost 22 
tirnes of the imports in the base year 2001-02 as is evident from the 
following the table; 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 
to March 
04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Imports from Subject 
Countries (MT) 

1461 

1455 

8693 

32132 

Imports from Other 
Countries-Attractinq ADD 

33256 

41046 

15891 

3856 

Imports from Other 
Remaining Countries 

4797 

2886 

2253 

1413 

total Imports (MT) 

39514 

45387 


37401 


% 

April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 to 
March 03 

April 03 
to March 
04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Imports from Subject 
Country (MT) 

3.70 

3.21 

32.39 

3 

85.91 

Imports from Other 
Countries-Attracting 
ADD 

84.16 

90.44 

59.21 

10.31 

Imports from Other 
Remaining Countries 

12.14 

6.36 

8.40 

3.78 

Total Imports (MT) 

■ 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

■ 


/ 
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Markftt Share 9f Imports from subject QQuntry in the total impart? 
demand 

ii) The Aulhonty finds that the imports trOT Chira '"5^5“;“"*°,^; 

demand in India have increased fiOT S;SL'^li?S]a«nta<ie 

02 to 4.19% during the period of investigation. The trend in percentag 

increase from year to year is as under. 


Total Demand 


__ -—s— 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 
to March 
04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Total Demand (MT) 

646810 

683470^ 

708697 

766477 

Trend 

100 

106 

110 

119 


Share of ImDorts 


" 




April 01 to 1 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 1 
03 

April 03 
to March 
04 

POI 

Annualised) 

Imports from Subject 
nnimtrv (MT\ 

1461 

1455 

8693 

32132 

Imports from Other 
Countries-Attracting 

ADD 

33256 

41046 

15891 

3856 

Imports from Other 
RernaininQ CountriGS 

4797 

2886 

2253 

1413 

Tntal ImDorts fWIT) 

39514 

45387 

26837 

37401 

1 UlOII II1 IM'*^| V*** * f 

Total Domestic Sales 
fMT) 

642012 

680584 

706344 

765063 

\*** * /_——- 

Total Demand (MT) 

646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 

% Share of Imports 
from CAina in: 





Total InriDorts 

4% 

3% 

32% 

86% 

Total Demand (MT) 

0.23% 

0.21% 

1.23% 

4.19% 

% Share of Imports 
from Other Countries 
attractina ADD in: 





Total ImDorts 

84.16°/ 

, 90.44°/ 

, 59.21°/ 

1 10.31% 

Total Demand (MT) 

5.14°/ 

, 6.01*/ 

, 2.24°/ 

[) 0.50% 

% Share of Imports 
from Other Remaining 
Cminfries ini 

1 




Total imoorts 

12.14*) 

1, 6.36°/ 

'o 840°/ 

{, 3.78% 

Total Demand (MT) 

0.74°/ 

CM 

d 

0.32°/ 

/o 0.18% 
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Irnports from sub iect countrv as % of domestic Droductioh: 


III) The Authorit/ notes that imports from China as percentage of 
domestic production of the domestic producers have increased manifold 
from a level of 0.19% in the year 2001-02 to 3.43% during the pOiiod of 
investigation. Thus, the imports from the China haW incriaseti hot only 
in absolute, terms but also as a share to total imports into India, market 
demand and also domestic production. 


Share of Imoorts 






■ April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 
to March 
04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Imports from Subject 
Countries (MT) 

1461 

1455 

$693 

32132 

Imports from Other 
Countries-Attracting 
ADD 

33256 

41046 

15891 

3856 

Imports from Other 
Remaining Countries 

4797 

2886 

2253 

1413 

Total Imports (MT) 

39514 

r45387 

26837 

37401 

Total Domestic Sales 

_ (MT) 

642012 

680584 

706344 

765063 

Total Demand (MT) 

646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 

Total Domestic 
Production 

784460 

840065 

900245 

936775 

% Share of Imports 
from China in: 





Total Imports 

4% 

3% 

32% 

86% 

Total Demand (MT) 

0.23% 

0.21% 

l'.23% 

4.19% 

Total Dornestic 
Production 

0.19% 

0.17% 

0i97% 

3.43% 


Ef fect of D umped Im ports on prices in the domestic markat for [jke 
products: ~~T~ - 

Price Undercutting 

■ - -f' ■ ' ^ ' 

iv) With regard to the effect of the dumped imports on domestic prices, 
it has, been examined whether there has been a significant price 
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■SSHSaSSSS 

irrHsiS^is'S^^lE 

J^^mestic industry for doineslto 

^tes made to unrelated bustomers. at the same level of trade. The 

prices of the doihestic industry'w^^d^ermined adiSed for 

The G*F prices of the sul!)ject opuntry concerned, were 

n!2t irno^ton appHcabte dutiesv This cempansen showed that 

duringTe^iod of investigetion. the f 

subl^ couS w® sold in the Indian martet at prices which undercut 
domestic selHng prices of the dornesfac industry as^^^^ from the 

■ table'.below.-'-:-^^i 

In nrripr to assess the effect of imports on the domestic market an 
analysis of import prices over the injury period was made. It was noted 
that the exporters from subject country have decreased .*^^®'':P^ 
the landed value has dedin^ by 9% over the'T%P!"°tPhv ?"-yf 
domestic selling prices have also increased during this period by , 
pri^ undSng has significantly increased during the injury period 

and remains significant during the POI 


,to 


PriteO 

tiiiderciittt ffci 

■7 <‘3, ■ 

< ■ :3i i’ih 

•Vvci. V- ......V, 

■ . .. 



April 01 to 
,IHarch 02 : 

April 052 
to March 

tobh Oli 1 

POI 

^nualised) 


,! 03 


Seirmg Pried Rs. ^ 
/ MT-Domestic 

r*** 

»*** 

fc*** _ _ ;■ ' 

r; ! 

Industry os a 
■ Whole 


112 


130 

Indexed 
Landed Value 
from Subject 
COuntries'Rs. / 
MT 1 

TUU 

**w* 


_' ^ ^ ^ - 

WWW* 

___- 

Indeixed 

100 

110 


91 

Price 

Undertwttihg Rs' 
/MT 

**★* 

**'*♦ ■ y.. , 


***★; 

PFfeie 

Undercutting (% 


; 

WWW* 

■„ If 

• V . 

*★★★ 

_ 1 - 

Price 

Undercutting (% 

-12% to 1% 

-8 to 

16% to 30®/ 

» 20®/o to 48®/o 
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Price depression and Suppression 

V) There has been no cjecline in the selling price of the domestic 
industry during the injuy period. Therefore no price depression 
has been caused to the domestic industry. However, it is seen that 
the landed price from subject countries have consistently declined 
from subject country and aiso the cost of the production has also 
shown corresponding increase with the domestic selling price ( 
marginaily more than the increase in the domestic selling price) 
implying that the domestic industry has suffered price suppression 
on account of dumped imports from subject country. 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 
to March 

04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Cost of Production 
Rs. / MT-Domestic 
Industry as a Whole 


**«* 


**** 

Indexed 

100 

108 

104 

132 

Increase Year to 
Year 


**** 

j 


Indexed 



-58 

591 

Selling Price Rs. / 
MT-Domestic 
Industry as a Whole 

**** 



**** 

Indexed 

100 



130 

Increase Year to 
Year 



**** 


Indexed 


100 

76 

112 

Landed Value from 
Subject Countries 
Rs. / MT 

56137 

61537 

48429 

50997 

Indexed 

100 

110 

86 

91 


Price underselling 
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vi^ The Authority has also examined the claim of the petitioner that the 
dSticrdustry is suffering on account of the price underseH.ng from 
the sale of subject goods. The Authority notes that price underselhng 
is an important indicator to make an assessment of the injuiv- The 
AutiioriW^has worked out the Non-injurious price for the product under 
and compared the same with the landed value to arr^e 
at the extent or price underselling. The analysis shows a sg 
tevel of incidence of price underselling causing inju^ to the domestic 
industry from the dumped imports from subject cpuntry. 


Price 


Underselling 

POI ^Annualised) 

Non Injurious 
Price Rs / MT 

^ m ' 

Landed Value 
from China Rs. / 
MT 

50996 

Price 

Underselling Rs. | 
/MT 

*★** 

Price 

Undersellina (%) 

**** 

Price 

Underselling (% 
)-Range 

25% to 40% 


. Situation of the Domest ic IndustGf 

vii) For the examination of the impact of the imports on tne domestic 
industry in India, the Authority considered such ingices having a 
tearing on "he state of the industry as production, capacity 
Stion. sales quantum, stock, profitability, net sales realisaten 

the magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. 

Annexure II (iv) of the Rules supra. In line with the Supreme Court 
Judgment, the Authority has proceeded with the 
iniurv and NIP for the domestic industry as a whole to include a 
domestic producers of the subject goods to the extent the same was 
relevant and reasonably available. It is noted that there are 
number of other very small domestic producers apart from M/s 
Reliance Industries Ltd. who is one of the 
subject goods in India having a share of 

total domestic production. The Authority has examined the cost and 
iniurv information of the major producer M/s Reliance Indu^nes Ltd_ 
frorn its Cost Audit Reports as available with the Cost Audit Branch of 



46 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[P ART 1] 


the Ministry of Company Affairs. For the other very small domestic 
producers, the cost and injury information is not available in the form 
of Cost Audit Reports or in any other form. It is a|so noted that these 
other very small producers collectively accounts for a share of 14% in 
the total domestic production. Therefore, the infjpact of these very 
small producers would not be significant. Accprdingly, the injury 
examination has been carried out taking into account the information 
in respect of 11 known producers of the subject gpods accounting for 
about 86% of the total domestic production in India. It is also noted 
that with respect to each of injury parameters ‘domestic industry as a 
whole’ includes the information of M/s Reliance industries Ltd. but not 
of all the producers in India. The term 'domestic industry’ includes 
only the applicant producers. The injury analysis for all the injury 
parameters for the domestic industry as a whole could not be made 
as the requisite information for some of the injury parameters was not 
available with the Authority, which has been clearly indicated while 
making the injury analysis for each factor in the following paragraphs. 


Sales an d Market share of domestic producers: 

viii) It is noted that sales of the domestic industry have increased and 
domestic industry as a whole have increased and the increased is in 
line with the increase in demand. Further, the Authority finds that the 
market share of the domestic industry and the imports from the 
subject countries in the demand of subject goods in India has been as 
under; i 








April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 to 
March 03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Domestic 

Industry 

307826 

310022 

324328 1 

392195 

Other 

Domestic 

Producers 

202429 

175147 

234039 , 

231456 

Domestic 
Industry as 
a Whole 

510255 

--- 

485169 

558367' 

i 

623651 


Market Share of 

Domestic 

Industry 



April 01 to 

April 02 

April 03 

POI 






March 02 

to March 
03 


(Annualised) 

Sales fMT): 






307826 

310022 


392195 

Other Domestic 
Producers 

202429 

175147 

234039 

231456 



485169 

558367 

623651 


646810 

683470 

708597 

766477 

Market Share of: 





Domestic Industry 
(%V 

48 

45 

46 

. 51 

Oth^ Domestic 
Producers (%) 

31 

26 

33 

30 

Domestic Industry 
as a Whole (%) 

79 

71 

79 

81 


The Authority finds that the share of the domestic producers have 
increased marginally from 48% during 01-02 to 51% during the POI 
while the share of the domestic industry as a whole has increased by 
2 percentage points over the same period. It is also noted that over 
the same period the demand has grown by 18%. It shows that the 
domestic industry was able to achieve growth though marginally 
during the injury period. 

Production & Capacity Utilization: 

ix) The production and capacity utilization of the domestic 
industry has been as under; 


Production (MTI 


April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Domestic Industry 

885167 

402651 

423669 1 

484734 


Other Domestic 
Producers 

269188 

247679 

255620 

252412 

Domestic Industry 
as a Whole 


650330 

679289 

737146 
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April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Domestic Industry 

389425 

428175 

478196 

513208 

Other Domestic 
Producers 

267174 

275274 

268450 

261979 

Domestic Industry 
as a Whole 

656599 

703449 

746646 

775188 

‘ - 


Caoacitv 

Utilisation% 




! 


April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Domestic Industry 

98.91% 

94.04% 

88.60% 

' 94.45% 

Other Domestic 
Producers 

100.75% 

89.98% 

95.22% 

96.35% 

Domestic Industry 
as a Whole 

99.66% 

92.45% 

90.98% 

95.09% 


The Authority finds that the capacity utilization of the domestic industry 
has declined from 98.91% in the year 2001-02 to 94.45% during the 
penod of investigation. Thus, the decline of in the capacity utilization 
and on the other hand increase In dumped imports from subject 

investigation period appears to have adversely 
affected the domestic industry. 


Inventories: 


X) The Authority notes that the level of inventories of the domestic 
industry has come down during the period of irivestigation while 
the inventories as a percentage of sales declined significantly 
during the injury period. ' 


Inventories 





Sales (MT)- 
Domestic 
Industry 

April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 to 
March 03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

307826 

310022 

324328 

----^ 

392195 

Inventories- 

Domestic 

1 Industry 

29632 

29605 

21878 

6887 
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r^rn. Tonsil _^^^ ^ 

L .1 . * — - 

Inventories as 
percentage of 

—--- 

9.63% 

9.55% 

6.75% 

1.76% 


indexed 

100 

99 

70 

18 


Factors affecting D omestic Prices: 

xi) The Authority notes that the level of price undercutting from 

subject country is significant as a r^ult 
Further price underselling is also evident as the landed value of 
imports’from China is significantly lower than the non-mjunous 
pri?e of the domestic industry. The landed value/MT of ir^orts 
from China has declined drastically during the penod of 
investigation as compared to the year 2002-03 whereas ^ the 
same time the cost of raw material has increased as a ^solt of the 
soaring crude oil prices. The Authority notes that from 
applicants there are few other domestic producers of the subj^ 
go^ in the domestic market in India catering to about 48/o of the 
total production. The ^Jata of these producers (covenng 33/o of 
the total production) do not show significant cost and price 
difference between the domestic producers. However, the injury 
investigation has been carried out for the domestic industiy as a 
whole including the other known producers The Authonty also 
notes that the dumped imports from the subject countnes have 
been found to have significant price undercutting and undersel ing 
effect on the domestic industries prices. With regard to selling 
prices of the domestic industry, it is noted that the sarne have 
increased during the period of investigation as compared to the 
base year. Thus, the principal factor affecting the dornestic pn«s 
appear to be the dumped prices of the subject goods from the 

subject country. 


Magnitude of Margin of Dumping : 

xii) The Authority’finds that the magnitude of the margin of dumping 
for subject goods from the subject country is significant. 

Fmplovment. Wages a nd Productivity : 

xlli) The Authority notes that the domestic industry has added 
additional capacity and employed a number of persons. Accordingly, 
number of employees and wages paid to them has gone up dunng 
the injury investigation period. The Authority finds that the productivity 
per employee during the period of investigation has increased as 

compared to base year 2001-02. 
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Emplovegs. Wages and Productivity 



April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
March 04 

POI 

(Annualised) 

Employees (Nos.)- 
Domestic Industry 

3254 

3398 

3434 

3758 

Wages (Rs. Lacs)- 
Domestic Industry 

3413 

3521 

3825 

4495 

Production of 
Domestic Industry 

385167 

402651 

423669 

484734 

Productivity per 
employee / MT 

118 

118 

123 

129 


Profitability: 

xiv) The Authority notes that the domestic industry has not been able 
to achieve profits during the period of investigation. The Domestic 
Industry achieved a level of profit of 1.30% in the year 2001-2 which 
however, came down to a negative level of (0.80%) during the period 
of investigation as may be seen from the table given hereunder 


Profit /Loss (Rs. Lacs): 





Domestic Industry 

**** 

ititit* 

i 



Other Domestic Producers 

ww** 

**** 

**** 

**** 

Domestic industry as a Whole 


**** 



Indexed: 





Domestic Industry 

100 

261 

603 

-103 

Other Domestic Producers 

-100 

-66 

198 

-62 

Domestic Industry as a Whole 

-100 

-27 

359 

-96 






Profit /Loss (%): 





Domestic Industry 

**** 

**** 

**** 


Other Domestic Producers 



**** 

**** 

Domestic Industry as a Whole 

***★ 


**** 



/f Return on investment fCapital Emplovftri) 

/ * 

XV). The Authority notes that return on capital employed has also 
declined and followed the same trend as that of profitability The 
domestic industry could earn ***•% return on its investment during 
the period of investigation whereas it earned : ****% return in the 
previous year 2003-04 and **‘*% during the base period 







xvi) The Authority finds that the cash profit / cash flow has 
also followed the same trend as that of the profitability and 
during the period and it has come down significantly during 
foe POI as compared to the base year 2001 -02. 
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xvii) The Authority notes that-though the sales volume of the 
domestic industry has gone up during POI. yet growth in sales 
volume during POI is less than the previous year and growth in the 
total demand over the same period. Besides mfirket share of the 
domestic industry has declined during the POI as compared to the 
preceding year ' 


Growth 






April 01 to 
March 02 

April 02 
to March 
03 

April 03 to 
i March 04 

POI 

(Annu 

alised) 

Demand 


6 

10 

19 

Production-Domestic 
Industry as a Whole 


-1 

4 

n 

Market Share- 
Domestic Industry as a 
Whole 


-10 

-0.11 

B 

Sales Volume- 
Domestic Industry as a 
Whole 


-5 

15 

12 

Profit- Domestic 
industry as a whole 


-28 

: 336 

-89 

Cash Flow/MT- 
Domestic Industry as a 
whole 


65 

208 

-79 

ROCE-Domestic 

Industry 


t19 

i 62 

-86 


Ability to Raise Capital Investments : 

xviii). The Authority finds that in view of the losses being suffered 
by the domestic industry on the product under consideration 
during the POI, the ability of the domestic industry to raise capital 
investment may be adversely affected in view of the negative 
profits of the domestic industry and declining returns during the 
period of investigation. 


F. CAUSAL LINK AND OTHER FACTORS 

Effect of dumped imports 

28. Between 2001*02 and the POI, the dumped imports from 
subject country as percent of total import of subject goods have 
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urot ^ 




increased sizaWy from 4% to 86%. The percentage share of 
imports from china in comparison to total demand 
going up over the investigation period. This increas^ from 0.23^ 
212001^2 to 4.19% in the Ppl. While examining the pnce effert 
i.e. whether the dumped imports have ®'9'^^cant!^underc^ me 
.n price of the subject good in India, the Authonty found that the 

• landed value oT the subject goods from china was lovrer than 

the selling price of the domestic industry thereby 
selling price of the domestic industry significantly. It is f^n^that 
the price undercutting and the pricing behaviour of landed vafoe of 
imports has forced the domestic industry to keep the domestic 
prices at un remunerative level even below the cost of pr^uction 
thereby adversely effecting the financial condition of the domestic 
industry. The domestic industry could not Increase the selling pnce 
to recover the full increase in cost of production due to dumped 
imports and had to suffer financial losses during the PO. e 
undercutting along with price .suppression in effect erodM the 
profitability of the domestic industry. Further, the dedine in 
profitability to a negative level of profitability in the POI as 
compared to positive profitability in the base year 2001-02 is a 
dear indicator of injury to the domestic industry. The Authority 
notes that the profits in the year 2003-04 has been higi^r as 
compared to other years of the injury investigation period the 
increase in the profitability in that year is mainly because of the 
fact of low level of imports from China which may have allowed the 
domestic industry to realise better prices and improved margins in 
the domestic market. The profitability of the domestic industry m 
the immediate next year i.e. POI has sharply declined in view of 
the spurt in imports at highly dumped prices, from China by about 
four times over the same period as mentioned above. On the basis 
of the foregoing, it is held that the dom^tic industry has suffered 
material injury due to dumped imports from China PR during the 
POI. 


n FPgPCT OF OTHER FACTORS 

Trade restrictive practice and competitio n between the foreign and 
'' domestic producers : 

29. The Authority did not find any trade restri^ve practices 
followed by the Indian producers and other competing industries. 
As regards the Domestic Industry’s inability to fill the gap between 
the domestic demand and their ovim production, it is observed that 
the imposition of anti-dumping duties does not amount to any kind 
of restriction on suppliers and producers for supplying the subject 
goods in thd domestic market. >^ich could have contributed to the 
injury to the domestic industry. 


272BGI/07—8 
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Contraction of demand or Changes in ffie pattern of consumption ; 

30. it is noted that there is no contraction in the demand during 
the period under consideration. On the bontrary, the overall 
demand has increased during the POI. Therefore, the possible 
decline in demand is not a ^ctor^ ytrhich cou^d have caused injury 
to the domestic industry ' 


Technology: 

31. None of the interested party has submitted any evidence that 
the technology is a factor of injury to the domestic industry. 

Export performance : 

I 

32. The Domestic Industry has exported the! subject goods during 
the period of investigation as well as durind previous years 'Die 
Authority notes that the export performance of the domestic 
industry has shown Improvement. The profitability of the domestic 
and exports sales have been segregated fdr the purpose of the 
Injury examination. Therefore, injury caused ^ue to exports (if any) 
has not been attributed to the performarice of the domestic 
industry in the domestic market 

Productivity: 

33. The productivity of the domestic industry has improved during 
the period of investigation as compared to th^ base year 2001-02. 
The productivity per se could not be the (»use of Injury to the 
domestic industry. 

Other arguments 

34. It has been submitted by some interested parties that demand 
for POY is high right from the year 2001HJ2 as compared to 
indigenous production and the indigenous industry has 
tremendously benefited by creating shortagb. The Authority has 
examined this statement and notes that tlje associations have 
merely made statements without and Evidence or cogent 
reasoning in support of their argument. With regards to their other 
arguments that as per the balance sheets of the domestic 
producers, they are not making losses and rrjost of the companies 
are profit-making concerns, it is notecj that anti-dumping 
investigations are product specific and any inclusions based on 
tine balance sheet of the company which contains the information 
for other products also, is not appropriate. Yhis position is clear 
from the plain language of the anti-dun^iping laws and the 
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prohQuncernent of the Appellate Tribunal also. With regards to the 
Sirt>miS8i}ns of 4ie interested parties that almost all ttte companies 
are increasing their capacities, which indicate that the import of 
POY has not affected the indigenous industry at all, it is noted that 
some of the appHcants are indeed incieasing their capacities, the 
tect which the interested parties have also admitted, it is also 
noted tttet the domestte iridustry has SMbmided that the decision to 
increase capacities was taken prior to the initiation of investigation 
and there is a specific lead time during which the domestic 
industry faced the irijunous effect of damping from China. The 
issue has been examined and it is noted that capacities are added 
to take advantage of the growing market and economies of scale. 
Therefore, the mere fact Olat some componente of the domestic 
industry have increased their capacities may not lead to the 
conclusion Jhat ^y rnay riot be sufferirig on account of the 
dumped imports from subject country. With regards' to the 
submissiori r^tvahoi^ inteTi^ted .parties that the excise duty on 
POY has been reduded ovw the years arid the sama h^s not been 
passed on to customers, it is noted foat the analysis of the selling 
prices ia always made at the ex-lpctoiy level. The ex-fa(^ry price 
does not inclu^ any eteriient of exci^^^ the expenses after 

clearance froro. t^^ factory. Therefore, the. sta^^^ of the 
federation has not b^ found relevant in this irivestigation. 


H. OON<».MSION OH INJURY ANP CAUSAL UNK: 

35.ln view of the foregoing the Aufoority ctmsiders foat the 
quantum of dornped imports of subject goods from the subject 
country have increased in absolute terms as well in relation to 
total demand and domestic production in India. However, 
parameters such as market share of the domestic Industry in the 
total demand, sales, production, inventory have not shown any 
decline indicating that tee absence of siy signi^ injury 

to the domestic industry and also to domestic industry as a whole. 
However, the domestic industry has suffered significantly on 
account of the price effects as the pri^ undercutting which was 
negative during the base year became positive and significant 
during the POI. The landed prices of tee dumped subject goods 
from the subject country have shown a consistent decline in spite 
of the increase in the cbst of production of the domestic industry 
indicates price suppression. It is also noted that the profitability of 
the domestic industry for product under consideration has become 
negative during the period of investigation and the return on 
investment and cash flows have been adversely affected and 
declined to a meager level in tee period of investigation. The 
dumping margin from the subject country is considered significant. 
On the basis of the foregoing, it is held that the domestic industry 
has suffered material injury as envisaged under the Rules. No 
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other factor, other than the dumped imports from subject country, 
have been brought to the notice of the Authorfty, that could have 
caused injury to the domestic industry 

36. In view of the above the Authority concludes that the 
domestic industry has suffered material injury and the injury has 
been caused by the dumped imports frpm the subject country. 


I. MAGNITUDE OF INJURY MARGIN 

Determination of Non-iniurious pri^ 

37. The Authority determined the non-injurlous price for the 

domestic industry as a whole in accordance with the judgment of 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India as quoted earlier and a 
detailed disclosure of the methodology of determination of the NIP 
was made to the domestic industry^. ' 

38. The Authority notes that_the Non-injurious price of the 
domestic industry as a whole has been deterntined in accordance 
with ttie judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court of liidia taking 
into account the guidelines and methodology’set by the Hon’ble 
Supreme Court of India and the weighted average NIP for the 
domestic industry as a whole as been determines as Rs ****/ MT. 

39. The non-injurious price determined by the Authority is the 
weighted average of all types of the subject goods produced by 
the domestic industry and the same has been compared with the 
weighted average landed value of the exports from the subject 
countries for determination of injury margin. The weighted average 
landed price of tiie exports from the subject countries and the 
injury margins have been worked out as follovra: 


Injury Margin Calculations 

Name of company 

li^uiy 

^ Margin* 

/Ml Producers and exporters from China 
PR 

* **** 30-40% 


J. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 


40. The Authority holds that the purpose of anti-dumping duties, in 
general, is to eliminate injury caused to the domestic industry by 
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the unfair trade practices of dumping so as to facilitate re-establish 
a situation of open and fair competition. 


41 The Authority also recognizes that though the imposition of 
anti-dumping duties might affect the price ieveis of the products 
manufactured using the subject goods and consequently might 
have some influence on relative competitiveness of these 
products, however, fair competition in the Indian market will not be 
reduced by these anti-dumping measures. On the contrary, 
imposition of anti-dumping measures would eliminate the unfair 
advarrtages gained by ttie dumping practices and would prevent 
the decline of the domestic industry and help in maintaining 
availability of wider choice of the subject goods to the consumers. 

K. Conclusions: 

42. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to 
the condusion that: 

a. Subject, goods originating in or exported frorn 
subject country have been exported to India beiow ttieir 
normal values. 

b. The domestic industry has suffered material injury. 

c. The injury has been caused to the domestic industry 
by dumped imports of subject goods originating in or 
exported frorn the subject country. 

d. The Authority thus considers necessary to 
recommend definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of subject 
goods falling under Chapter 54 of Customs Tariff Act 
originating in or exported from the subject country. 

L. Recommendations: 


43. The Authority notes that the investigation was initiated and 
notified to all interested parties and adequate opportunity was 
given to the exporters, importers and other interested parties to 
provide positive information on the aspect of dumping, injury and 
causal link. Having initiated and conducted a final investigation 
into dumping, injury and causal link between dumping and injury to 
the domestic industry in terms of the Rules laid down and having 
definitively established positive dumping margin against the 
subject country, as weil as material injury to the domestic industry 
caused by such dumped imports, the Authority is of the view that 
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imposition of definitive duty is required to offset dumping and 
injury. r » 


yh®refore, Authority considers it necessary to recommend 
definitive anti-dumping duty on imports of subjects good$ |^pm the 
subject country In the form and manner described itereurider. 


45. Having regard to the lesser duty rule followed by the Authority 
the Authority recommends imposition of definitive anti-dumping 
duty equal to the lesser of margin of dumping and margin of Irfibw 
so as to remove the injury to the domestic industry. Landed value 
of imports for the purpose §hall be the assessable value as 
determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1952 and all 
duties of customs except duties under sections 3, 3A, 8B 9 and 
9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. Accordingly, definitive 
antidumping duty equal to the amount indicated in Column 9 of the 
table below is recommended on all imports of Partially Oriented 
A under chapter 54 of Custom Tariff Classification 

Act 1975, originating in or exported from China PR. 


SI. 

No^ 

Sub- 

headin 

g 

Desciip 
tion of 
goods 

Sped 

ficati 

on 

Countr 
y of 
origin 

Countr 
y of 
Export 

Produc 

er 

Export 

er 

Amo 

unt 

Unit 

of 

Meas 
urem 
ent . 

Curren 

cy 

(1) 

(2) 


J4L_ 

J5j _ 

M _^ 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

1. 

5402.4 

2 

Partiall 

y 

Oriente 
d Yam 
-All 
Types 

Any 

China 

PR 

Any 

Any 

Any 

545.2 

2 

MT 

US$ 

2. 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 

Any 

China- 

PR 

Any 

Any 

545.2 

2 

MT 

us$ 


M FURTHER PROCEDURE 


46. An appeal against the orders of the Cehtral Government 
that may anse out of this recommendation shbll lie before the 

Appellate Tribunal in accordance 
With the relevant provisions of the Act. 
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47. The Authority may review the need for continuation, 
modification or termination of the definitive measure as 
recommended herein from time to time as per the relevant 
provisions of the Act and public notices issued in friis respect from 
time to time. No request for such a review shall be entertained by 
the Authority unless the same is filed by an interested party as per 
the time limit stipulated for this purpose. 


R. GOPALAN, Designated Authority 
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